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The |The Real Property Bill 
THE NEW 1 mbe the Law Quarterly Revieu in the 


RANDALL has replaced Sir 


LEGAL & GENERAL _ ni . W ch Mr. A. E : 
FREDERICK PoLLocK—contains a very useful ex position by Mr 


the Real Property Bill. Mr. UNpER 


HOUSEHOLDER’S Arruur UNpERHILL of ) 
HILL calls it “‘ Lord Birkenneap’s Law of Property Bill,” 


ry hic omet O aan 3 f rec 
Policy. but thi 1 misnomer Lord BirkKENHEAD has fathered it, 


ind far be it from us to say that the Lord Chancellor is not 
capable of mastering the subtleties of real 
he is of performing other intellectual feat It is, indeed, 
one of those legal questions to which a reverend Canon has 

should confine himself,- ‘‘ leaving moral and 


The Society transacts suggested he s | 
spiritual and physical questions to other mind But Lord 


BIRKENHEAD has reminded the Canon that he has had ‘‘ con- 


LIFE siderable experience in divorce,’’ and whether he or the 

lesiastic '’ comes best out of that combat of lawyer 

FIRE Is it not written in the 
The Essential Parts of the Bill. 


minor ecclesiasti 
and theologian it is not for us to say 

| Times of the 16th and 20th of the present month ? 
ACCIDENT ALL WHICH is taking us away from the Real Property Bill. 
But while Lord BirkenneaD is eminent in many spheres, and 
may become eminent yet in Real Property Law, it is a pity 
BURGLARY | to substitute his name in the Bill, which is already quite well 
known as Mr. Cuerry’s Bill, and the part in it which has 
| been played by Mr. Unberuiti himself is also well known 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE Temporarily we have had to uspend our notes on the Bill to 
| make room for the sad history of the Land Value Duties, a 
for the law reformer. We hope 
’ | lsoon to have the benefit of knowing what the Joint Com 
EMPLOYERS LIABIL sg ij mittee thinks of the Bill. We have no doubt that in its main 
| features it ought to pa that is, that copyhold tenure should 
| be abolished and real property as imilated in its incidents to 
PUBLIC LIABILITY & | leaseholds This will make for simplification fut as to the 
we have already intimated, afraid 


rest of the Bill we are i 
led with a continuation of the never- 


a property law as 








history not without a mora 


| of the law being overloa 
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Trustee Acts, which condemn the practitioner to “ drag at each 
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part of a well-thought-out and 
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The Passing of the Land Values Duties, 

Tue MAIN features of the Budget are the change in the 
incidence of income tax—further changes as regards the tax 
in accordance with the report of the Royal Commission to be 
made by a subsequent Revenue Bill; the repeal of the Land 
Values Duties; the raising of excess profits duty to 60 per 
cent,, and the imposition of a 5 per cent, tax on the profits 
of companies; the increase in the duty on share capital; 
and the application to transfers of stocks and shares of the 
£1 per cent. ad valorem duty There are other important 
changes with which we are not so directly concerned. The 
principle of the Land Values Duties was no doubt quite fair 
and reasonable. The owner of land is not entitled to the 
increase in value caused by the necessities of his neighbours 
Society makes the increase, and society can claim it. But, 
apart from other considerations, it is difficult to know where 
the principle is to stop. All great increment of wealth is due 
to social conditions which the owner does not create, but of 
which he takes advantage. This, however, opens up a field 
of speculation on which we have no intention of entering. 
What has killed the Land Values Duties is no fundamental 
error in the scheme, but very palpable difficulties in giving 
it practical effect In some cases the Courts may have been 
less than kind to the scheme. Mr. Justice Scrutron, as he 
then was, spoilt the I.V.D. on agricultural land, and with it 
undeveloped land duty, by requiring account to be taken of 
past temporary husbandry values, which there was no means 
of estimating: Commis 
Hunter (1914, 3 K. B. 404, 423). The House of Lords and 
the Court of Appeal between them spoilt the Reversion Duty 
by giving to the landlord, free of duty, the fruits of expenses 
incurred by the tenant, the very item which it was the object 
of the duty to impound: The Camden case (1914, A. C. 241), 
and the /eclesiastical Commissioners case (1919, 2 K. B. 6). 
But more fatal still was the Lumsden case, which shewed 
that I.V.D. was, under the terms of the Act, leviable not 
only on increase in site value, but on the builder’s profits as 
well, and Lord Movtron’s' well-known 
‘** Catechism on the Laws of England.’’ The complexities 
and difficulties of the scheme are sufficient to 
its failure. But perhaps it is not too much to say that it has 
succumbed to judicial sarcasm. Mr. Asquitu, who, in the 
absence of the bereaved parent, posed as chief mourner at 
the funeral, suggested the pious epitaph ‘‘ Resurgam.”’ It 


sioners Vv. Smuyth and Commissioners v. 


gave occasion to 


account for 


may be so, but a very different scheme will have to be devised 
first. 


The Excess Profits Duty. 

THE INCREASE in the conveyance duty on stocks and shares 
is unwelcome, but it is not clear that there was ever any sub 
stantial ground for differentiating them from other forms of 
property. The differentiation is due to the proviso to 
section 73 of the Finance Act, 1910, which put transfers of 
marketable securities on the same footing as transactions not 
exceeding £500 in value, so that the ad valorem duty remained 
at 10s. per cent. ; and as a result only the same rate was pay- 
able on voluntary dispositions of stocks and shares, though 
such a disposition of other property paid at the rate of £1. 
The argument for a lower rate for stocks and shares is that 
they are the subject of more frequent transfer, but this only 
seems to shew that the tax is more profitable for the State. 
The new ‘‘ Corporation Duty ”’ of Is. in the £ on profits is a 
new impost, and appears to be aimed at the practice of 
capitalizing undivided profits and distributing them as bonus 


shares. Such profits have, of course, paid income tax, but 


they do not pay super-tax while held by the company, and: 


unless the Court of Appeal holds otherwise, they are not 
liable to pay it in the hands of the allottee. At the same 
time, every shareholder is not liable to super-tax, and the new 
impost is really an additional income tax on shareholders. 
The increase in the Excess Profits Duty to 60 per cent. from 
the 40 per cent. to which it was reduced a year ago. is, 


perhaps, receiving the most adverse criticism, and, apart from 
other objections, it is, like the Land Values Duties, open. to 





the objection that it is capricious and harsh in working. 


The duty, indeed, is to be paid on “‘ the actual profits 
arising in the accounting period’’ (Finance (No. 2) 
Act, 1915, Schedule IV., Part I.), but the term “ actual 
profits’’ is used in a very special sense, and the 
profits are by no means what the owner of the business 
finds he has in fact made, but what the Surveyor 
of Taxes considers he has made, in accordance with the 
rules of the Income Tax Act, 1918, and the practice there- 
under, as varied by the special provisions of Schedule IV. just 
referred to. Still, in criticizing taxes it has to be remem- 
bered that they are burdensome all round, and that relief here 
means a sharper pinch there, and the sharpest of all for 
average folk is the income tax; but probably it will not pass 
the wit of man to place the burden where it can best be borne. 


The Rent Restriction Committee’s Report. 

Tue Report of Lord Satitspury’s Committee on the In- 
crease of Rent, &c., Acts, has now been issued, and its chief 
recommendations are in accordance with the forecasts pub- 
lished in the daily Press, to which we referred last week. The 
Acts should be extended for a further period of three years ; 
an increase of rent should be allowed—-30 per cent. at once and 
10 per cent. in a year’s time; but unless necessary repairs 
are executed, the additional rent would either be suspended 
or paid into court; the limit of rent should be extended to 
£105 in London, £90 in Scotland, and £78 elsewhere, the 
whole increase of rent in the houses thus newly protected to 
be allowed to take place at once; the method of determining 
whether a house is within the limit used in the Act of 1915 
should be adopted—either rent or rateable value must be 
within the limit; this prevents the anomaly that protection 
may depend on whether landlord or tenant pays the rates; 
and a further increase of 4 per cent. should be permitted in 
mortgage interest, making, with the 4 per cent. allowed by 
the first Act of 1919, 1 per cent. altogether. 


** Alternative Accommodation.” 

As REGARDS “‘ alternative accommodation ’’ the Committee 
recommend that the test should be made clearer, and this 
should be ‘‘ alternative accommodation, equally good and 
suitable in all respects, including rent ’’; but certain excep- 
tions are recommended, including a landlord who owned the 
premises before 30th September, 1917, and whose claims are, 
on the ground of hardship, superior to those of the tenant. 
And in the case of combined dwelling-houses and shops, the 
alternative accommodation should include a shop, thus over- 
ruling Wilcock v. Booth (ante, p. 292). But the Committee 
do not recommend the extension of the Acts to business pre- 
mises generally. As to this it is possible the Government may 
take a different view. Relaxation should be introduced in 
the rule that a tenant in default is not entitled to protection. 
Time should be given him to make good the default. And 
special provision, by protection against ejectment and reduc- 
tion of rent, should be made for tenants whose incomes have 
not increased since 1914, and who are unable to pay increased 
rents. But surely this should be at the public expense, not 
at that of the landlord. Profiteering in furnished lodgings 
should be made an offence, and subject to a penalty, and it 
should be made clear that a sub-tenant of unfurnished rooms 
is protected. Also the position of the statutory tenant should 
be more clearly defined. Finally, the Rent Restriction Acts 
should be codified. This last recommendation ought certainly 
to be adopted. The Bill to be framed on the lines of the 
Report will be awaited with interest. 


The Gist of ‘‘ False Pretences.” 

A sUBTLE Pornt in the doctrine of ‘‘ False Pretences ’ 
arose in a very unexpected set of facts in Hunt v. Battersby 
(Times, 16th inst.). Here a railway servant obtained a rail- 
wav warrant entitling him to a ticket for himself and his wife 
at a reduced rate. He took with him a woman who was not 
his wife, and obtained for himself and her a ticket at 
the reduced rate on presentation of his order at the booking 
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office. He was afterwards summoned on a charge of obtain- 
ing the family ticket by a ‘‘ false pretence,’’ but the justices 
—subject to a case stated for the Divisional Court—dismissed 
the information. A false pretence, of course, must be (1) a 
statement of an existing fact; (2) false to the prisoner’s know- 
ledge ; (3) intended to deceive the defrauded party; and (4) 
actually successful in inducing him to part with property on the 
faith of its truth. Now the justices took the very subtle 
view that there was no false pretence of an existing fact; 
what the prisoner had done was to make a false promise when 
he asked for an order, that he would only use it for himself 
and his wife. Such false promise, it is trite law, is not a 
false pretence of an existing fact. Again, when he presented 
the warrant and asked for a privilege ticket, he made no state- 
ment that the woman with him was his wife; she need not 
have been present at all. Lastly, the booking-clerk did not 
issue the ticket on the faith of an implied representation that 
the woman with the defendant was his wife, but merely as a 
matter of course and of ministerial duty since he had presented 
a warrant entitling him to a privilege ticket. All this is very 
ingenious. But the Divisional Court would have none of it, 
and sent back the case with a direction to convict. They took 
the simple and well-known view of the law epigrammatically 
expressed by Lord Bowen, that ‘‘ the state of a man’s mind 
is just as much a fact as the state of his digestion.’’ Here 
the railwayman, when he presented the warrant, made an 
implied statement that it was his present intention to use it 
for his wife. The Court was satisfied that such was never his 
intention. He therefore had made a false statement as to a 
present fact—namely, the state of his intention at the 
moment, which was material. 


Case Stated on an Indictable Offence. 

AN INTERESTING preliminary objection to the. stating of a 
case at all in Hunt v. Battersby (supra) was taken by the jus 
tices’ clerk and afterwards argued by the appellant’s counsel 
—against himself and his clients, the prosecutors—on the hear 
ing of the case stated. The point arose thus: Under section 
2 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act of 1857, and section 33 
of the later statute of 1879, justices can state a case at the 
instance of ap “‘ aggrieved ’’ person, whether accused or 
prosecuted—Ferens v. O’ Brien (11 Q. B. D. 21), and Foss vy 
Best (1906, 2K. B. 105). But the question arises whether an 
“‘ aggrieved person ’’ can include a prosecutor in a case where 
the acquitted prisoner has been accused of an “‘ indjctable 
offence,’’ which, of course, can only be tried summarily by 
justices with the consent of the prisoner. In sucly cases, it 
was held long ago, that the accused, if convicted, has no right 
of appeal to quarter sessions, on the ground that he has given 
the court jurisdiction by consent, and therefore has impliedly 
waived his statutagy right to an appeal ; but this was put right 
in the Criminal Administration Act of 1914, which conferred 
on the accused a right of appeal in such cases. The clerk 
to justices apparently took the view, however, that wherever a 
prisoner’s consent is necessary to give justices jurisdiction, 
there is implied an exclusion of the normal relationships 
created by the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, and that, there 
fore, the prosecutor and prisoner alike lose the right to ask for 
the statement of a special case by justices. As a matter of fact, 
this point was suggested only to be-overruled in Stokes v 
Muchison (1902, 1 K. B. 857); and the Divisional Court 
followed that decision. They held that a prosecutor in such a 
case is ‘‘ aggrieved ’’ by the acquittal of the accused, and can 
ask for the statement of a case. 


Risks Run by Trespassers. 

Tue Hovse or Lorps decision in Lowery v. Walker (1911, 
A. C. 10) very much diminished the risks run by what one 
may call bond fide trespassers. In that case the appellant 
was injured by a savage horse owned by the respondent and 
left by him in a field which was the property of the respondent, 
but which the public were accustomed to use with his tacit 
permission as a short cut to a railway station. It was held 
that, as the appellant was in the field without express leave, 
but with the permission of the respondent, he was entitled to 





recover damages from the respondent for the injury suffered. 
The House of Lords in this case reversed the decisions of bo 
the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal. A case is 
reported in the current Canadian reports in which there was 
a somewhat similar difference of judicial opinion, and even 
the ultimate Appeal Court was not unanimous, though in 
Lowery v. Walker there was no dissentient judgment in the 
House of Lords. In the case referred to, the trespasser was 
killed, and his representative failed to recover on the ground 
that the deceased had been a trespasser, and the principle 
of Lowery v. Walker was held by the majority of the Court 
not to be applicable: Maritime Coal Ry. Co. v. Herdman 
(1919, 59 Can. 8S. C. R. 127), The action was brought by 
the widow of a medical man who was knocked down and 
killed by an engine and tender of the appellants. The de 
ceased was walking along the railway track on a dark night 
and was overtaken by appellants’ engine and tender running 
backwards without lights and with the engine’s whistle out 
of order. Under the local statute (of Nova Scotia) any person 
walking on the railway track was liable to a penalty, but, in 
fact, this enactment was a dead letter, and the particular 
length of track where the accident occurred was constantly 
used by the } ublic without objection on the part of the rail- 
way officials. Two courts in Nova Scotia were in favour of 
the respondent (plaintiff), but on appeal the Supreme Court 
of Canada (by a majority of three judges to two) reversed 
this, and held that the appellants were not liable. 


Lowery v. Walker Distinguished. 

THE DECISION of the majority was rested on the local statute 
which prohibited walking on the railway track, and on the 
view that the appellants’ driver had not been guilty of gross 
negligence. Three judgments were delivered, two expressing 
the view of the majority, the third the view of- the dissentient 
judges, one of whom was the Chief Justice. Many English 
lawyers will probably think the judgment delivered by the 
Chief Justice more persuasive than the other two. The Chief 
Justice relied on Lowery v. Walker, among other cases, and 
also on a Privy Council case on appeal from New Zealand, 
Rex v. Broad (1915, A.C. 1110), One passage in his judg- 
The deceased was not a mere trespasser on the 
track, but he was, at the time he was killed, there 
by the tacit permission and consent of the company,’’ so that 
they owed him as a licensee a duty “ not to increase the 
normal or ordinary risks which the licensee would incur when 
exercising the pernussion or licence granted to him.”’ In 
expressing the opinion that Lowery v. Walker afforded the 
right principle .or the present case the Chief Justice said: 

Instead of a savage horse . . we have in this case. ... 
an engine running’on a windy, stormy night, backwards, an 
extra trip, not a regular train, without lights and a defective 
(in fact useless) whistle, put on the track and set in motion.” 
In Rex v. Broad (supra) it was held that, although the abso- 
lute right of the public to cross a level railway -crossing might 
be suspended at certain time’, this left unaffected the right 
of those who did cross to have reasonable care exercised by 
the railway authorities. Though Lowery v. Walker was not 
cited in Rex v. Broad, the latter seems to illustrate the 
principle of the House of Lords case in the same way as is 
done by the dissenting judgment in Maritime Coal Ry. Co. v. 


ment runs: 


He rdman. 


Criminal Remedies for Civil,Wrongs. 

AN EXTRAORDINARY attempt to employ the criminal law in 
support of an alleged breach of contract came before the Divi- 
sional Court in Wardle v. Macdonald (Times, 16th inst.). It 
is well known that the offence of ‘‘ trespassing in pursuit of 
game’’ may be committed by the owner of property who has 
let it toa sporting tenant. No doubt the same offence may be 
committed by a tenart who has taken a farm subject to an 
explicit and clear reservation of the sporting rights to the 
landlord or a sporting tenant, except in so far as the tenant 
is protected—notwithstanding his contracted promise to the 
contrary—by the Ground Game Act, 1880. The effect of that 
statute, indeed, is notoriously very complex, but its general 
intent is clear. In the case on which we are commenting, how- 
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preserve 


ever, a variation of the usual situation occurred 
tenancy agreement provided that the tenant was to 


all the game, rabbits, fowl, fish, and foxes thereon for the use 
of the landlord, subject only to the concurrent rights of the 
tenant under the Ground Game Act. 1880 No doubt a 
tenant sho ting a cK-pheasant on the farm, as the defendant 
was here alleged to have done, would be guilty of a breach 
of his contracted undertaking to preserve ”’ the game 
for the benefit of the landlord But urt i min 
jurisdiction went further thar tl 1 y convicted t 
farmer on an information charging him with trespassing in 
pursuit of game on the farm let to him. .- This is clearly bad 
law, and the Divisional Court naturally quashed the con 
viction. _— 
A Nat.onal Scheme of Profit-Shar g 

WE HOPE next week t nt the most important parts of 
the address on A Natio S of Profit-Sharing,’ 
which was delivered | Mr. Hersert W. Jorpan t the 
Caxton Hall on Wednesd under the auspi of the Ih 
dustrial League and Council t S DonaLp MACLEAN in 
the chai Profit-sh has, so fa nade the progreé 
that might have been anti pated In general et vO 
nen are apathet I not uspiciou At tl nt? t 
of the Metropolita: Vickers Electrical Co. (Limited), the 


chairman, iid that while £100,000 out 


Mr. J. ANNAN Bryce, 


of a million issus f ordinary shat d been set aside for 
subscription by the employees, with facilities for an advan 
on easy terins o! interest and rey I nt t en i them to 
subscribe, the re t w disappointin on about £10,000 
being taken up | the wot cme ! Ch hare it on vent 
to a substantial premium (7ime Oth March) Mr. Jorpa™ 
suggests that all profit ring’ s« me hould be on the nes 
of some tandar i formubhated b thie Re ira oft Trade with 
the view, we gather, t ng the workmen confidence 

Property Law Reform at Home 

and Overseas. 
lV 

THERE one } ( property and convey 
ancing on w er i Li tke from the oversea dominions 

and, indeed, from Sc ind d | nd as we a point 
on which oversea dominions, S nd and Ireland all! agree, 
and on which England stands | ne in the zed 
world of jurisprudence. There ! un England any general 
system of or provision for registé transactions with land 
Only in Yorkshire and Middlesex are there proper systems 
of deed registration, that of Yorkshire being the most. effe: 
tive, and only in the county of London registration of title 
being gradually introduced under a system by which first 
registration of the land i compulsory on ale, whilst first 
registration under the Land Transfer Acts is merely volun 
tary throughout the rest of the country In the case of 
interests in land that do not come undet one of these local 
and limited systems, priorities in England are settled by t 
parties entitled under competing interest truggling for the 
advantage of the legal estate If the legal estate if 
standing and not actually got in | ul f the competing 
parties, the struggle develops into a itest for the best right 
to have the legal estate. If all hope and question of getting 
the legal estate is out of the way, priorities among equitable 
interests are then o¢ rned by the 1 rity in point of time 
o: their creation bye to ma ibsidiary rules and ex 
ceptions to thi enera! ru] 

Throughout the Empire, it is believed, there is not a single 
jurisdiction outside England where some general system of 
registration for land transactions d not exist In most 
places there .is deed registration, in a few title registration 
without deed registration, in many beth deed and title recis 
tration The hief advantage of a tem of re vistration of 
some sort is that priorities are more easily ascertained and 














settled where there is-such a system than by means of a 
struggle for the legal estate or the best right to have the legal 
estate, or even by giving priority to date of creation of interest. 
An ancillary advantage is that frauds by dealing with the 

ne property twice over are less easily perpetrated when all 
existing incumbrances on a particular piece of land can be 

adily ascertained by search at a registry. At any rate, the 
pinion of an overwhelming majority among civilized com 
munities appears to be in favour of registration of some kind 
as against the system of carrying out land transactions without 
any system of registration at all. 

One result of registration being made an accessory to col 
eyancing is to diminish the relative value of the legal estate 
Consequently, in England the legal estate is more important 
und plays a larger part both in the theory and practice of 
nveyancing and property law than overseas. This in itself 
constitutes another difference between the home and the ove1 
ea jurisprudence, and has had a considerable effect on the 
here and overseas 


directions taken by reform movements 
respectively. : , 

All the oversea communities seem to have been ‘impressed 
with the 1m portance and advantages of a system of registration 
&e., at an early stage of their existence, since deed 
registration statutes are among the earliest enacted locally. 
Deed registration dates in Jamaica from 1681, and in New 
South Wales from 1817. The present Middlesex Registry Act 
and the old Yorkshire Registry Acts furnished models for a 
considerable statutes ; 
but the Irish Registry Act of 1708 was also followed in many 
The Middlesex and old Yorkshire Acts were framed 
op the principle of making an unregistered deed void as 
against a registered deed; the Irish Act on the principle of 
of interest to deeds in the order of their date 
of registration. This latter principle has been embodied in 
the present Yorkshire Registry Acts of 1884 and 1885, and 
those oversea statutes that are modelled on the Irish Act 
have therefore a closer resemblance to the present Yorkshire 
Acts than to the Middlesex Act. The Yorkshire Acts of 1884 
and 1885 themselves have not furnished a model for many 
tegistration of Deeds 
some dominions the 


for deeds, 


number of oversea deed registration 


Cases 


giving pricrity 


Straits Settlements 
Ordinance, instance. In 
type of’ registration statute adopted has been rather that of 
the under which a deed has no conveying 
effect until registered. An instance of this occurs in British 
Columbia, where by an enactment now standing as sect. 1(4 
of the. Land Registry Act, 1911, no instrument until regis 
interest either at law or in 


oversea statutes the 


L886. one 


Scottish statutes, 


tered cad or 


pass any estate 
equity "’ in the land dealt with. 

If English statutes (of only limited operation in England) 
have, on the whole, furnished models for oversea deed regis 
tration statutes, this is by no means the case with respect to 
the oversea statutes relating to registration of title. The 
English Act of 1862 (the Land Registry Act, 1862) does not 
eem to have use of at all overseas. The Land 
Transfer Ac 1875 and 1897, have been partially adopted 
in Ontario, and parts of the Ontario statute have supplied a 
model for a Nova Scotia Land Titles Act. The Acts of 1875 
and 1897 were also enacted in the colony of the Gambia; but 


been made 


t local statute seems to have been a dead letter. Registra 
tion of title in the oversea dominions has, in fact, grown up 


quite independently of English legislation, though there are 


her and there instances of adaptation of fragments of tlie 
English Acts. The references in the Jamaica Registration of 
Title Law, 1888, to absolute and ‘‘ qualified ’’ title are 
probably drawn from the English Act of 1875. The most 


marked of the differences between the English and oversea 
tration of title statutes is the provision in the Englisl: 
re than one grade of warranted title—‘‘ absolute 
and The first registration of land 
possessory title ’’ has proved a great stumbling-block in the 
way of the English system, much trouble being caused by thie 
difficulty of discovering the proper relation between the legal 
estate of the ordinary law and the registered ownership pro 
vided for by the statutes, where the registered owner’s land 
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is only registered with ‘‘ possessory title,’’ ¢.c., subject to any 
outstanding legal estate in existence at the date of first regis 


The Land Values Committee. 





tration. Thus it is the legal estate again in this connection iI 
that is responsible for difficulties in conveyancing which have ‘ . : 
I : 7 ee . scsitetilg, f, : ue announcement made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
~~ ere >} . S , > 2 oO stter » % , . 
een overcome in the dominions by means of a better system | hi, Budget speech on Monday, that the Land Value Duties are, 
ot registration. with the exception of the Mineral Rights Duty, to be withdrawn 
[t is the position of the legal estate in England, both owing | makes it unnecessary to do more than notice very shortly the 
to the absence of a general system of deed registration and vider vhich had been prepared for the Land Values Committee ; 
also owing to the presence in the limited system of title | but su t is proposed to keep the Valuation Department on foot, 
registration of the mossessory title.”’ that constitute % f y Mr. Percy Tuompson is of interest 
chief obstacle in the way of reform. It is the special position 17. But once the duties were repealed, the valuation as 
of the legal estate, too, that constitutes one of the chief differ | \ the Act would cease to have any fiscal signiii- 
—_e “eee ’ ; ul © t this date to serve any other useful purpose Even 
ences between conveyancing in England and oversea I 
, ue “vat Pr ‘ty Bill } . 1 new sche of jand values taxation were introduced in the 
STRMECED GE UO Law Of £ TOpert) = save Cicarly ciscermed near future, the completion of the valuation would not prove 
that the crux of the situation is the legal estate, but owing | itemal assistance Any new scheme, whether imperial 
the difficulty of now introducing a general system of regist , Du ha to proceed upon an up-to-date valuation 
tion—the remedy found so efficaciou overseas—they ive ind not upor ! that dates back to 1909 Moreover, the 
resorted to the homeepathic remedy of more legal estat« B Valuation Of as already in its possession the records of 
the reforms centred round the legal estate it is claimed at onus ywhership oundaries of land, &c., up to date, and 
: : machinery by which this information is obtained is con- 
most of the objects and advantages of registrat » WwW , ' ' , : 
: ‘t ' = nued. the Department will in the future have at their dis- 
( 7 ‘ ai ie’ ‘ i ‘ i 4 t < tl [ ye 1 ‘ | ] l ‘ 
a _—— and a . : A hs out registration 1tsell ng ie sal the bulk of the material ipon which to commence the 
ary. This principle of elevating the legal estate to a positio! k of a new and up-to-date valuation.” 


still higher than it even now occupies aptly illustrates an 


symbolises the different outlooks of home and oversea refor1 


Mr. Tnomrson dealt with the question of repayment of the Unde- 
sped Land Duty, which, as appeared from the decision in the 
i] 


respectively The dominions have sought to overcom the | \ Val vd ca und ¢ Farm case. had been assessed 
complexity of conveyancing law, which the doctrine LW asis, and he considered that if unpaid arrears were 
legal estate produces, by employing registration to minimize I vhich had been paid should be returned, but 
the importance of the legal estate At home no attempt. to | ted ; ' 

tee " , 42 I} int. of duty involved in an assessment is 
overcome the same complexity by means of registratior a , 

, ; : ' sually so small that the number of cases that would be in- 
MACS ; or it + oped that the complexity will disappear if | pa nt of £400,000 is extremely large; and the 
greater value than ever 1s set. on the legal estate nea k of making repayment would be enormous, even if so long 
portance magnified accordingly 1 period had not elapsed since the duty was paid, A possible 

This, then, appears to be the point at which the home and i ! ht, perhaps, be that repayment should only be made 
oversea reformer of property iw mutually diverge and d } if, the request of the taxpayer 
the value and importance, absolutely and relativeby,| This, it appears, is the course which is to be adopted with regard 
separately and in mutual relations. of the legal estate and all t duties which are to be repealed L.V.D. and Reversion 
Ss r 1 ’ ve} } ~ I eCVelom ‘ y reud 
registration Notwithstanding the difference bet wee a I vu ; . : A ~ pec Land a m ith regard , Mineral 

: Rights Duty. which is to retained, Mr. Thompson said :- 
and title reoistration n the latter the registration of a . —" 7 
instrument actually gives to it its only conveyancing operatiot 48 Ir s d ity is easy to ASSESS and col ect, and presents 

he ti eT , , practically no difficulties, It is chargeable at the rate of 1s 

the theoretical relation between the legal estate and registra ) 

tiol le tl . Tl ra LSr. I | £ upon owners of minerals on the royalties received 

, sj . . » — e » words “| Sr ) ' j 

wa } ee ae oe rpg Sf LAGS OE. SMOKE | ‘ the minerals are leased, and on the rental value of the 

though spoken with reference to the Irish system of dee nerals where they are worked by the owner. The annual 

registration, express the general principle when he sa eld of this duty—which diminishes with every increase in the 

Drew v. Norbury (1846, 3 Jo. & Lat.. at p. 302) ‘| \ ra { income tax on account of the latter tax being a deduc- 

] ] I I l yr i) 1s ’ WA f » se 

Parliament does not convert an equitable into a lega! estat: ion in computing liability—-is about £260,000 at the present 

rate of income tax (6s. in the £). With income tax at ls, 2d. in 


that would be to confound the nature of those two estat« 
but it so impresses the title with the liability to give effect 

the equitable estate,’’ when the latter is prio® in time « 
registration, ‘‘ that the person who obtains the legal esta 


is bound to support the equitable title and to clothe 


the legal estate Thus, the effect and operation of ar 
system of registration is to afford an easier criterion for dete 
mining who of several competing persons is entitled t 
idvantages usually conferred by possession of the lega tat 
than is afforded by the ordinary English system of struggling 
for the legal estate or the best right to it. This easier crite 
the oversea dominions have preferred to employ, leavi1 


England (in regard to most of the land within her boundari« 





he £ it produced about 320,000 per annum 
We referred last week to the summary of the decisions on the 
Land Value Duties, which is appended to Mr. 7 HOMPSON’S evidence. 
\nother Appendix gives the receipts in respect of the duties in 
cl ear from 1910-11 to 1918-19; the totals are E. Vem 
£460,481: 1.V_D. charged as an annual! duty on minerals, £44,753; 


R D.. £262,790: and U.L.D., £412,019 Assuming that LV.D. 
! nerals is included in the abolition of duties, the aggregate of 
these figures, with sums paid since they were compiled, shews the 
umount which is to be returned to the tax-payers on application. 
The total of the Mineral Rights Duty is £3,008,743, which bears 


Mr. Tuowpson’s view of the duty and explains the Chancellor 


the Exchequer’s decision to retain it 


) “The evidence prepared by Mr. Epcar Hanver, Chief Valuer to 


to rely on a system of convevancing law unassisted by regis he Board of Inland Revenue, is now chiefly interesting for the 
tration. summary it gives of the duties performed by the Valuation Office 
James Epwarp Hoc purposes other than th . lection of the Land Value Duties. 

(To be continued.) These are numerous, and relate largely to Estate Duty Valuation ; 

Department has been made use of to estimate the annual 

= . i f licensed premises under section 44 of the Finance Act, 

The Ministry of Health announce the fir ds le \ nd to make valuation; for the purpose of fixing monopoly values ; 
tion of Land Act as to the price be paid f ind a tired ' i also has assisted (s rnment Departments gene rally in makin 
for housing purposes. The two sites dea ith are in the Ux d luations incident the taking of premises for war purposes, an 

urban district In the first case the valu f the land w lisput h render: and Mr. Harrer makes the following statement 

he owners claimed £3,106 for the site hich has an area of slightly | as to work done in connection with housing sites 

_— i. “a! srhit : cy - "H . her” ‘i Z Tag, — bee ded £2 x - 75. Hou » Sil At the neq te st of the Ministry of 
‘ second case no reply a tatainell Chen tee uatiiain 4 : Healt the Board, in December 1918, tllow (d their valuers, 
munications made to them The site v vaimed an behalf of while taking no part in the selection of sites for housing pur- 
district council at £487, and this amount was awarded Che arbitra poses, to furnish an opinion as to the present value of he 
in view of the circumstances of the case. ordered the owners to 1 lefinitely selected site to a local authority, and, if so requested, 
their own costs and the sis of th requiring iuthority incurred ( negotiate for the pur hase of such sites Where public 


ith October, 1919. 


itility societies are concerned, the report is made to the 
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Regional Housing Commissioner, but no negotiations are under- 
taken by the Department. Up to the end of July last 4,449 
sites had been valued, the total area being 38,838 acres and 
the aggregate values £6,791,912. Up to the same date negotia- 
tions had been concluded in respect of 453 sites. Settlements 
were effected in 309 cases, including 2,939 acres, the aggregate 
prices agreed amounting to £526,299, or an average of £179" 
per acre. The prices agreed were, on the average, about 25 
per cent. less than those asked by the owners 

These arrangements were subsequently extended to include 
the valuation for purchase of premises suitable for conversion 
into flats or tenements, also the purchase of property in exist 
ing insanitary areas 

There are also duties imposed on the Board of Inland Revenue by 
the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919, 
which fall upon the Valuation Department. With regard to the re- 
sults of the valuation made under the Act of 1910, Mr. Harper 
says :— 

F 78. The Information Avadabl The original valuation 
now forms a reliable record of practically all real property in 
Great Britain. It is not an ordinary valuation, such as might 
have been obtained by payment of appropriate fees to a large 
number of practising surveyors, working independently. It is 
a detailed analysis of values made by a single co-ordinated staff. 
It could not have been prepared except by a staff specially 
trained for the work It can afford information, not merely 
of the values of individual properties, and of the distribution 
of value over various areas, but also of the constitution of each 
of the different values, with details of the way in which they are 
built up. The difficulties referred to in paragraphs 12 to 28, 
while increasing the time and cost involved in the work, have 
compelled the recording of a great quantity of detail in a 
thorough manner ; and all that is now necessary is to keep the 
records up to date and revise the values from time to time. 

79. Its Nature.—The material and data accumulated include 
precise information as to the nature of the property, the situa- 
tion and extent of the individual holdings, the conditions of 
tenure and ownership, the names of owners and other persons 
interested, information as to the history of much property dur- 
ing the 20 years (and in some cases more than 20 years) prior 
to 1909, and an exact history of it after that date. 

80. U/niformity—An important feature of the valuation is 
that it has been made upon a uniform basis throughout the whole 
country. 

81. Record Plans.—In addition to the-valuation itself, rough 
working plans, shewing each property as it existed on 30th 
April, 1909, have been prepared and are available for reference. 
The record plans, which are reproductions of the working plans, 
have yet to be completed ; 

So far as the valuation results are framed on the footing of 
the special values—gross value, total value, and so on—introduced 
by the Finance Ac t, 1910, they have now ceased to be of practical 
utility; but with reference to the maintenance of the Valuation 
Department, the following statement with which Mr. Harper con- 
cludes his evidence is of interest: 

‘86. Future Value and Utility of Work Done—The future 
value and utility of the work done on the original valuation 
will largely depend upon the maintenance of the existing 
organization and the machinery under which particulars of 
conveyances, leases, &c., of land are presented to the Inland 
Revenue Department. A valuer leaving the Inland Revenue 
Department (which retains all his records) would soon lose his 
special advantages, as the experience his memory may retain 
becomes out of date and cannot be renewed. On the other 
hand, the preservation of the mere records, without the expert 
staff which built them up, and is continuing that work, would 
be of small advantage. But the combination of the expert staff 
and organization with the continuing records will enable the 
Department to discharge any duties relating to the valuation 
of real property that may be entrusted to it 

As we noticed last week the tables appended to Mr. Harrer’s 
evidence include a summary of appeals to Land Values Referees. 

The foregoing shortly summarizes the official views as to the 





Land Value Duties which were ready for the consideration of the 
Committee had they entered upon the reference. The Appendices 
to the Report include the following matter which also had been 
prepared for the Committee :—Memorandum by the Council of the 
Surveyors’ Institution, in which attention is called to the uncer- 
tainty in the scheme of values introduced by the Act of 1910, and 
to the practical difficulties in ascertaining them ; also to the detri- 
mental effect which the Act has had on the building industry ; a 
statement by Mr. W. A. Suanrre, President of the Law Society, in | 
which he emphasises the uncertainty and complexity incident to | 


the duties ; and a report of the secretary and assistant secretaries 
of the Land Union on the working of the duties and the valuation 
under the Act—a very full and interesting statement of the diffi- 
culties which have arisen in practice. But here for the present we 
can leave the subject. If at any time it is proposed to revise the 
duties, the materials thus collected will form important guidance 
as to the errors to be avoided. 








Reviews. 


Damages. 


Mayne’s TREATISE ON Damaces, Niytu Epitien. By CoLEMaN 
PHiLttipson, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
35s. net. 

Mayne’s Treatise on Damages has long been a standard work. 
Newer works in the same field have appeared from time to time, 
but none has displaced Mayne. This is due to the solidity, thorough- 
ness and grasp of fundamental principles displayed in Mayne. 
New editions cannot increase those merits ; they can only abstain 
from falling short of the standard set by the original edition, and 
bring the work up to date in respect to case-law and state-law. 

Dr. Coleman Phillipson’s new edition of Mayne fulfils worthily, on 
the whole, the merits of such a revision. The first edition 
appeared so long ago as 1856. The second was revised in 1872 by 
the late Judge Lumley Smith, who took a part in producing all later 
editions except the present one. Little in the way of improvement 
was possible after two such masters had tried their hands upon the 
clay of the potter. But Dr. Phillipson has boldly and courageously 
attempted to introduce new features, in addition to making a very 
careful and systematic attempt to introduce every decided case on 
the subject matter, whether occurring before or after the last edition 
of his predecessor. 

He has made some alterations in arrangement for the sake of 
greater lucidity ; has excised superfluous introductory matter in each 
chapter ; has eliminated American authorities where English can 
be found ; has given the references to decisions for propositions 
stated ipse dixit by his predecessor, and improved the system of 
reference. The cumulative effect of many onal improvements such 
as these is not inconsiderable, and Dr. Phillipson may be congratu- 
lated on the success of his attempt to bend the Bow of Ulysses while 
the latter wanders, alas ! among the Shades. 





Agricultural Holdings. 


Tue Acricutturat Hoipines Acts, 1908-1914. By T. C. Jacx- 
son, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

This new edition of a useful handbook is intended by its learned 
author to serve a double purpose. In the first place it supplies the 
text of the Agricultural Holdings Aet, 1908, with a commentary 
discussing the legal problems from the several points of view of 
landlord, tenant, land agent, atid tenant-right valuer. In the second 
place, it provides a manual on tenant-right valuation, treating the 
practical as well as the legal aspects of the problem. An exceed- 
ingly valuable feature of the work is the fourth chapter of Part II., 
which summarizes briefly the tenant-right customs existing in 
various parts of England. 





Engineering Contracts, 


ELEecTRICAL AND OtHerR ENGINEERING Contracts. By W. S. 
KENNEDY, Barrister-at-Law. With an Introduction by Sir 
ALEXANDER R. W. Kennepy, LL.D., F.R.S. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) 12s. 6d. net. 

Although written by a member of the bar this is scarcely a legal 
treatise; it is rather a compendium of practical notes for the 
benefit of contractors and engineers who have to enter into contracts 
affecting electrical power and other engineering data. It therefore 
avoids notes and references to the names of cases, so far as prac- 
ticable ; indeed its readers are referred for that liw to “ Hudson on 
Building Contracts ”—a classical treatise. The scheme of the work 
is this. It sets out in large type that form of clause which 
commends itself to the author as fairest to all parties interested in 
engineering contracts—7.e., a “ model” clause. It then comments on 
the “ model clause,” and illustrates its effect in special cases. Other 
‘model ” clauses issued by various corporations are then printed in 
Appendices in order that the reader may compare them with that 
chosen by the author. This seems a useful plan, and it is carefully 
worked out in detail. 





Books of the Week. 
_ Landlord and Tenant.—The Law of Landlord and Tenant, 
including the Practice in Ejectment and Rent Restrictions, with an 
Appendix containing The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908 ; Increase 











ie, 
in 
d 


nm 


y 
r 


ee NS “SS @ & 


_  ————_ ee 








April 24,1920 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.] 445 








of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Acts, 1915-1919, and 
other Statutes. By Joseru Haworto Repman, Barrister-at-Law. 
Seventh Edition. Butterworth & Co. 47s. 6d. net. 

Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Edited by Herman 
Conen, Barrister-at-Law. January 12th, 13th ; February 2nd, 9th, 
23rd ; March Ist, 15th, 16th, 1920. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
6s. net. 

Review. — The Law Quarterly Review. April, 1920. Edited 
by A. E. Ranpatt, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
5s. net. 

League of Nations.—To-day and To-Morrow. April-May, 
1920. Practical Ideals. By Artour James BaLrour. 

International Communications. By Gen. H.O. Mance. Published 
monthly for the League of Nations Union by Hodder & Stoughton 


(Limited). 6d. pie 
Epitome of the Purport, Plans and Methods of the Carnegie En 
dowment for International Peace. 
Minnesota Law Review. April, 1920. 40 dols. 
Canada Law Journal. March, 1920. Canada Law Book Co. 


(Limited), Toronto. : 
CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
Court of Appeal. 


PORT OF LONDON AUTHORITY +, COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND 
REVENUE. No. }. I8th, 19th, and 29th March. 
Revenvue—Excess Proritrs Dury—-Porr AvutHoriry—‘' TRADES OR 
BUSINESSES OF ANY DESCRIPTION CARRIED ON Basis or ASSESSMENT 
Pre-War Prorits oR PERCENTAGE STANDARD—RIGHT OF APPEAL ON 
STranparp—Frnance (No. 2) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gero. 5, c. 89), ss. & 
39, 40, 45—Port or Lonvon Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 68 
The Port of London Authority, though a statutory publee undertaking 
carries on a trade or business in the United Kingdom, and is liable 
to be aaseased to excess profits duty under the Finance No. 2) Act 
1915 

There isa right of appeal from the Inland Revenue Commiasiwwnera 
upon the question whether the pre-war propts standard or the pet 
centage standard shall be taken as the basis of assessment under sec. 
tion 40 (2) of the Act, as well as upon the amount of the standard 








selected. 

Decision of Rowlatt, J., on the latter point re veracad 

Appeal by the Port of London Authority from a decision of Rowlatt, 
J., upon a case stated by the Special Commissioners for purposes of 
income tax (reported 1919, 2 K. B. 608). The appellants were assessed 
by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to excess profits duty in the 
sum of £93,055 for the financial year 1914-15 and in the sum of 
£234,991 for the year 1915-16 under the provisions of Part III. of 
the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, as carrying on a trade or business within 


section 39 of the Act. The Authority was a statutory undertaking 
created by the Port of London Act, 1908, with powers to acquire and 
carry on the businesses of the various dock companies which then 


existed, and carried on business on the River Thames. It derived its 
revenue from dues and rent received for the use of docks and 
houses, and from rates and charges for services rendered and accom 
modation provided in such docks and warehouses, and on railways 
and other works owned by the Authority After payment of all 
expenses, the balance of the receipts was applied in payment of all 
interest on Port stock and loans, and after contributing to sinking 
funds, finally to such purposes for the benefit of the Port as the 
Authority might determine On appeal to the Special Commissioners, 
they determined that the appellants were carrying on a trade or business, 
and made profits in doing so, and, further, that, having beeen assessed 
by the Inland Revenue Commissioners on the basis of the pre-war 
standard of profits, there was no appeal from them on the question 
whether they ought not to be assessed on a percentage standard of 
profits in accordance with section 40 (2) of the Act, the effect of which 
is stated in the judgment below. Rowlatt, J., affirmed this decision 

and the Authority appealed. Cur. adv. vult 
Tue Court dismissed the appeal on the first point, but allowed it on 

the second, as to the standard of assessment 
Lord SternpaLte, M.R., said that on the first point, whether the 
Authority was carrving on a trade or business within the meaning of 
section 39 of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, he had no doubt that 
the decision of Rowlatt, J., was correct, though it was a question 
why the Legislature should take a percentage of profits which 
fic purposes, thereby perhaps 


vare 


when earned, would be applied to pub 
making necessary an increase in charges on shipping. The appellants 
admitted. that they were chargeable to income tax on their 
revenue, and that, but for the provision obliging them to devote their 
surplus revenue to public purposes, they would be liable to excess 
profits duty. The liability to income tax was established by the 
case of Mersey Docks and Harbour Board y. Lucas (8 App. Cas. 891). 
It was said that the appellants were not liable to excess profits duty, 


because that was chargeable on profits only, while the Income Tax Acts 
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ds ‘* profits and gains,’ and that revenue which the receiver 
to his own purpose was a profit, while that which he must 
iblic purposes was not a profit, but a gain only, which was 
ot chargeable with excess profits duty. To establish the 
etween profits and gains Versey Docks and Harbour Board 


supra) was « ited, but that case, in effect, negatived the dis 


r Lord Selborne expressly said that in the Act profits and 


gains were equivalent terms. The second point, as to the right of 


n the Commissioners of Inland Revenue on the manner of 


was more difficult Section 40, sub-section 2, of the Act 


provided Che pre-war standard of profits for the purposes of this 
part of this Act shall ' be taken to be the amount® of the profits 
arising from the trade or business on the average of any two of the 
three last pre-war trade years, to be selected by the taxpayer (in 
this part of this Act referred to as the profits standard) ; Provided that 
if it is shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 


amount was less than the percentage standard as herein 
sd. the pre-Wat standard of profits shall be taken to be the 


t 

percentage standard The appellants here claimed to have the per 
centage standard applied to their case The Commissioners refused 
the claim, on the ground that it was not shewn to their satisfaction 
that the pre-war profits standard was less than the percentage standard, 
and it was said that they arrived at this decision by excluding a 
large amount of what they ought to have included in the appellants’ 
capital Che appellants contended that if the capital were Pe at its 
proper amount, the percentage standard would exceed the profits 
standard They appealed to the Special Commissioners under the pro 
visions of section 45, sub-sectior f the Act, and those Commissioners 
held that they had no authority to adjust the amount of the assessment 
in other words, that the decision of the I#land Revenue Commissioners 
on that point was fina In his lordship pinion such a decision ought 
to be open to review An appeal was given against the amount of an 
assessment An important element in such an assessment was the basis 
on which it was made and { the basi vere vror it was difficult 
to see how the amount of assessment could be right There were two 
bases for the assessment—post-war profits minus pre-war profits 
standard and post-war pr Hts minus pre war pe reen tage standard, and 
the assessing iuthority must first determine which bagi« to adopt He 

yuld see no reason why on an appe i| avainst the mount of the assess 
ment, the decision of the Inland Revenue Commissioners on what was 
only one element of their assessment though a most important one, 


final, any more than their decision upon the other elements 
ount of the pre-war and post-war profits. If they decided, 
id done in this case, that the profits standard was to be 


applied, the amount found by them of pre-war profits could be chal 
lenged on appeal If they ipplied the percentage standard, and fixed 
it too low by improperly excluding capital which ought to be included, 
their finding could be questioned, and the amount to be deducted from 
the post-war profits could be increased In each of these cases their 
decision as to the amount of the profits standard and percentage stan 
dard was open to review und there seemed no reas nm prin iple why 
their decision as to the amounts of these tw standards should be final 
It was not the decision of an independent authority, but onlg one 
f the elements at which the assessing authofity had to arrive in order 


amount of the assessment, and should be open to review 
le manner as their other decisions. The power of questioning 


m of the Commissioners on this cas not clear, but, on 
he thought that tl ippeal on that point ought to be allowed 
GTON and Scruttron, L.JJ., delivered judgements to the same 


effect, the latter observing that it was startling to be told that a 
Covernmeat authority*should fix the standard basis on which a taxpayer 


v, and that there was no ippeal from such a decision 


CounNseEL, Ryde. — Ee ind ER dwardes-Jones Sir Gordon Jlewart A.G 


rand Reginald P. Hills SOLICTTOR Kk. F. Turner & Sona; 
for of Inland Revenue 


[Reported by H. Lanororp Lewis, Barrister at Law.) 


EVERETT v. GRIFFITHS AND ANOTHER. No. 2. 17th, 18th, 19th 


and 20th February; 30th March 


TrS—.J URISDICTION OF JusTICES—FaLse IMprIisoONMENT—CLAIM 


FoR DamaGes—DetentTIon ORDER BY (HAIRMAN OF SOAR OF 
GvuaRDIANS—Mepicat OFFicer’s CERTIFICATE ALLEGATION OF Want 
or REASONABLE CaRE—NO ALLEGATION or Mara Fine Lunacy Act, 
1890, ss. 


20. 330—Luwnacy Act, 1891. s. 25 


intiff brought an action for damages for false imprisonment 


lleging that the defendanta—the chairman of the hoard of quardians, 


who made the rece ption order, and the doctor wh qa the certificate 
of insanity—had wrongfully caused hie confinement in a workhouse 
aaybum 

Held (Atkin, L.J., dissenting), that the action failed against the firat 
defendant. who made the reception rdey hecaus uw » dowma he woe 


a judimal capacity, and car eequently the queation of reason- 


cf “gq an 
ahle es did not. in the abaence of evidence that he acted other than 
honestly, arise for ce naiderati mn: and the action fered alao aqa 1 the 
second detendant, because hia certificate waa not the pr rimate cause 
/ the apnellant being confined in the asylum 
Decision of the Lord Chief Justice afirmed 
Appeal by the plaintiff, H. G Everett, from a judgment of the Lord 


Chief Justice, dismissing his action against Mr. H. J. Griffiths, chair- 


man of th 
the med 


e Islington Board of Guardians, and Dr. A. K. Anklesaria, 
il officer of the board. The plaintiff claimed damages for his 
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wrongful certification as a lunatic, and alleged in his statement of claim 
that, without taking proper care, the defendants falsely, unlawfully 
ind without good faith or reasonable care and without jurisdiction, had 
sivned a certificate that he was of unsound mind and had pro ired his 
detention as a lunatic in Colney Hatch Lunatic Asylum from 27th 
1, 1919 The act vas tried before the Lord Chief 

Ihe plaintiff, during the hearing, withdrew 
and relied solely on the charge of want of 
ould not agree, and were 
pon entered judgment im 


March to 9th Apr 
Justice and a special jury 
all charges of mala hdes 
reasonable care he jury, on this question 
discharged The Lord Chief Justi thereu 
of the defendant Griffiths, on the ground that, in making the 


favour 

ler, he wa a ng im aj idigial capac and consequently that no 
tion lay against him for anything vhich had been done by him in 
od faith while so acting Lhe de ion in favour of Dr. Anklesaria 
is upon the ground that the certificate not the cause of the appel 
1t’s bei »y cdnfined in the asylum After nsideration, the appeal, by 
majority (Atkin, L. J., dissenting is dismissed. 

BANK L.J., said the case against each respondent must be con 
lered separately But there was one point common to both, which 


onstruction to be placed upon the provisions con 
t of 1690, which dealt with the prote 
tin torce 

have inserted any special protection in 


depends i upon the 
tained in section 330 of the A 
tion of persons who put the \ 
that the Legislature could m 
favour of persons who acted in good faith and with reasonable care, 
vho did any of the things 


On the one side it was said 


unless it had been intended that a per 
mentioned in the section hould be inder the duty of so acting, and 
that such a duty must theretore be implied On the other hand, it was 
ontended that the protection migh needed in cases where such a 


duty would be imp ied either from the mwuage of the statute or from 


the relation of the partie but that the mere fact that the section wus 
expressed in general terms, so as t over all cases, did not deprive 
ersons of any protection that tl might have apart from the section 
hat wa he view taken by the Lord Chief Justice, following Marward 

(juardianas of Hackney tlnion (14 T. L. R. 6) The appel 


int’ throu 
der the sections of the Act of 1890 In the first instance, he had 
been treated as an urgent case under sectlon 20, and had been removed 


to the workhouse It then became the duty of the relieving officer, 
under section 14 (2), to rive rotice nat the ay pellant was deemed to 
be a lunatic to a justice wh had jurisd n in the place where the 
appellant resided When thi vas done, the section directed the jus 

tice to require the releving officer to bri: the illeged lunatic before | 
him, and when this was done secti 16 provided for the subsequent | 


The section required the 
is alleged to be a lunati 


rocedure 


tice before whom a pauper who 
vas brought (a) to call in a medical practi 
1 lunat ml (¢c) to make such inquiries 
uw he thinks advisable; and it provid hat if, upon such examination 


troner 4) to examine the allege 


great force, with complete self-possession, and with much lucidity. 
He appeared to appreciate the legal points, and he cited a great number 
of cases, distinguishing those that might be contended to be against 
him and emphasizing those in his favour. He did not say that al) 
his points were made with equal judgment; but, taking the perform- 
ance as a whole, it impressed him as one of the most remarkable 
efforts of a litigant in person that he had ever heard. He had come 
to the conclusion that the judgment for the defendants should be set 
aside, and that there should be a new trial. In his opinion there 
was a duty cast upon those who administered the lunacy latvs to take 
every reasonable care to ascertain the true mental condition of a 
person before ordering his detention. They had no right to subject 
anybody to the unspeakable torment of having their sanity condemned 
and their liberty restricted He was glad to record nis opinion, 
though it wouldd be ineffectual, that for such an injury as in his 
opinion the plaintiff had suffered the English law provided a remedy. 
By a majority the appeal was dismissed.—Counset, the appellant in 
person; for the respondents, Rawlinson, K.C., and Sydney Davey 
Sottcttors, for the respondents, Samuel Price d&- Sone 
[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
THE DAFEN TINPLATE CO. (LIM.) +. THE LLANELLY STEEL CO. 
(1907) (LIM.) Peterson, J. 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 8th and 10th March. 


ALTERATION or ARTICLES—Bona Five ror THE BeNerir oF 
Companies (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 


COMPANY 
THE COMPANY AS A WHOL 
3 Ep. 7, c. 69), gs. 13. 
in alteration of ¢ rticles of association of @ company, giving to the 
majority of the ahareholders power to compel any member (other than 
1) to transfer his shares, ia not for the benefit of the company ax au hole, 
and is invalid 





it was treated as‘a pauper natic, and was dealt with | 





or other proof, the justice wa “satis fie 1 that the alleged lunatic was a 
lunatic and a proper person to be detained might, provided that the 


medical practitioner who had been called igns a medical certificate 
with regard to the lunatic, by order, direct the lunatic to be received | 
and det Lit ed TT in institution ior lunatics mame d in the ordet Ea h | 
of the respondents acted under this section. and each was called to | 
accovht by the appellant+for what | did Dealing with the ase | 
against the defendant Griffiths first t to be pointed out that he | 
vas not a justice f the peace but ted in making the order under | 
the special authority conferred on him hairman of the guardians | 
| 


inder section 20 of the Act of 1891 vn provided that every order 


so given “shall have effect as if made by a justice of the peace under 
the principal Act.’ The appellant argued that. while the section gave 
the order the same force and effect as if made by a Justice, it did not 


lothe the chairman of the guardians with the same immunity as a jus- 
tice acting under the principal Act In his lordship’s view. that con 
tention was not well founded If. therefore, Griffiths was honestly 
satisfied is it was admitted that he was) that the plaintiff was at the 


time when he made the reception rde1 inatic, he was j istified in 
making the detention order mad it immaterial whether he used 
reasonable ire it iwrivil the le < " Therefore the appeal as 


Dealing 


ywainst Griffiths failed g with the ine f the second defendant 
Dr. Anklesaria, his lordship said he thought that a medical man who 
vas called in under section 16 of the Act of 1890 did ippear. to come 
inder a duty to the per n he examined Therefore, if he was under 


inv duty at all, that ty must include a duty to act in good faith, 
nd any wilful mis-statement was, by the terms of the statute, in 
‘tself a misdemeanout Whether anv dut f acting with reasonable 
kill as well as with reasonable care was imposed bv the statute was 
a matter or vhich he felt considerable doubt lo idopt the view that 
+ medical man called in by a magistrate is liable if he made an 
incorrect diagnosis, acting in perfect od faith, of a man’s mental 
state would be to render the working of the Act extremely difficnlt. 
if not impossible Here he could see th | rilure on the part of Dr 
Anklesaria to use reasonable are and su skill as he possessed in 
the examination of the appellant in = arrivin it the conclusion he 
expressed in his certificate The appeal therefore, in his case. also 


failed 
Scruttron, L.J., agreed with the appeal: being dismissed 
Arkin, L.J., was for allowing the appeal. He thought that there 
was evidence of want of care on the part of both respondents. The 
plaintiff's evidence consisted of his own textimon 


and the evidence 
of severa) witnesses. medical men and others. He stated that he 
himself had always heen sane, though he admitted that he had held 
eccentric opinions. The plaintiff argued his case in person, with 





Sidebotham v. Kershaw, Leese. & Co. (Limited) (1920, 1 (A. 154) 
distinguished 
llen + Gold Reefs of West Africa 


applied. 


Limited) (1900. 1 (A. 656) 


This was a representative action by a shareholder for a de iration 
that certain alterations in the articles of association of the defendant 
company were invalid. The plaintiff company, who were shareholders 
in the defendant company, had formed another company, from 
vhom they now took their steel bars, instead of from the defendant 
mpanyv, and the defendant company’s directors decided that it was 
no longer desirable for the plaintiff company to remain shareholders in 
the defendant company Accordingly the negotiations to buy the 
plaintiff company shares having fallen through, the directors of the 
defendant company, being honestly convinced that it for the 
benefit of the defendant company that the plaintiff compar 


should 
remain shareholders thereof, decided to alter the articles of association 
of the defendant company, and obtained an alteration of the articles as 
to compulsory and voluntary transfers of shares providing that in case 
of a voluntary transfer if the company within thirty days of the receipt 
of notice of the shareholder's desire to transfer found a purchaser, the 
shareho'der should be bound to transfer the shares to such purchaser 
on payment of the fair value, which the board was from time to time 
to declare, such declaration remaining in force for one year, or shorter 
specified period. And article 42, which dealt with compulsory transfer, 
provided that the company in general meeting might determine that 
the shares of any member (other than the Briton Ferry Steel Co.) 
should, within fifty days after the passing of such resolution, be offered 
for sale by the board to such person or persons (whether a member or 
not) as the board should think fit at the fair value to be ascertained as 
therein provided, and the article made provision for the carrying out 
of the purchase and transfer of such share 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, said The evidence shews that 
the compulsory acquisition of the plaintiff company’s shares was not 
the sole object of the proposed alterations, but that the real object was 
to protect the defendant company against the conduct of any shareholder 
onsidered to be detrimental to the interests of the company. rhe 
case of Sidehotham v. Kershaw, Leese. d- Co Limited) (sup7Ta) shews 
that a resolution altering articles of association so as to enable share 
holders to compel another shareholder, who 1s competing with the 
ompany’s business, to transfer his shares is valid, as being bond fide 
for the benefit of the company. But in the present case the alteration 
roes much further than the protection of the company from the conduct 
of shareholders detrimental to its interests. The resolution as passed 
enables the majority of the shareholders to compel any member (other 
than the Briton Ferry Co.) to transfer his shares, although there may 
be no complaint of any kind against his conduct, and although it 
cannot be suggested that he has done, or contemplates doing, anything to 
the detriment of the company. It is an unrestricted power anthorizing 
the majority, if they think proper, or if they consider it in their own 
interests, to require the transfer of his shares by any shareholder other 
than the Briton Ferry Co The question then arises whether it is 
within the power of the majority to alter the articles in the manner 
proposed so as to enable them at their will and pleasure to expropriate 
any shareholder. The power of altering articles, conferred by section 
13 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, ‘‘ must be exercised, not 
only in the manner required by law, but also bond fide for the benefit 
of the company as a whole, and must not be exceeded,”’ said Lord 
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Se ee 





‘Lindley in Allen v. Gold Reefs of West Ajrica (Limited supra) In 


Brown v. The British Abrasive Wheel Co. (Limited) (1919, 1 Ch. 290 
it was held that the proposed alteration enabling a majority of share 
holders to acquire compulsorily the shares of an unwilling minority 
was not in fact for the benefit of the company That case was con 
sidered by the Court of Appeal in Sidebotham v. Kershaw, Leese, a 
Co. (Limited) (supra), According to the true meauing of the judgment 
in the last-mentioned case, and the words of Lord Lindley, the test is 
in my judgment, whether the alteration is genuinely for the benefit of 
the company. It may be for the benefit of the majority of the share 
holders to acquire the shares of the minority, but how can it be said 
to be for the benefit of the company that any shareholder, against whom 
no charge of acting to the detriment of the company can he urged 
and who is in every respect a desirable member of the company, and 
for whose expropriation there is no reason, except the will of the 
majority, should be forced to transfer his shares to the majority, or t 
anyone else? Such a provision might, in some circumstances, be very 
prejudicial to the company’s interests. In my view it cannot be said 
thut a power for the majority to expropriate any shareholder they may 
think proper at their will and pleasure is for the benefit of the company 
us a whole, and the power conferred upon the majority by the altera 
tion of the articles in the present case is too wide, and is not such a 


power as can be assumed by the majority. Such a power cannot be 
supported unless it is established that the power is bond fide, and 
generally for the company’s benefit. Objection has also been taken to 





the provision for compulsory transfer on the ground of the ex 
f the Briton Ferry Co. from the operations of the new artick 
Whatever may have been the reason for the exclusion, the power con 
ferred by the alteration ought, in my view, to apply to all the shares 
and ought not to confer on any one or more of the majority benefits 
and privileges in which other shareholders of the same class do not 
participate. Possibly in some cases the exclusion of some particulat 
shareholder from the operation of an expropriation clause may be 
justified by shewing that the exclusion is for the benefit of the company 
1s a whole, although on that point I will not express any opinion ; but 
even if it were so, there is no adequate reason in ; 
the exclusion of the Briton Ferry Co. In my judgment article 42 
invalid.—CounsEL, Maugham, K.C., Cunliffe K.C und) Dightor 
Pollock ; Romer, K.C., P. PF. Wheeler, and (. Clark W idliama: Tomltr 
K.C., Hughes, K.C., A. Sima, and Trubshaw. Sovicrtors, J. B. Somer 
ville, tor Brodie & Walton, Lianelly ; Smith, Rundell, d& Dode, for F. A 
P swell, Lianelly > Speechly, Vumtord ad RP we rick al 
Rivhardsz, Lianelly. 
[Reported by Lronarp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
MILLS AND ANOTHER v. CANNON BREWERY CO. (LIM 
P. O. Lawrence, J. 17th and 24th March. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—COVENANT NOT TO ASSIGN WITHOUT CONSENT 
UNREASONABLE Grounpd For Kervusal 


the present case for 


Crag, tor 


Where ina lease of a tied house there was a covenant not to aaaig 
without the conaent of the brewery, and the hrewery refused to q 
their consent to the assignment to one H 17 penr ult (1) because hia name 
rnd nativnedity of origin would tend ¢ depreciate the trede of the 

ise, (2) hecause of the present requere ments of the licensing yustices 
thet a covenant should the placed in leases that leensees should be resi 
lent in their licensed premises, alth ugh there was n auch covenant 
the lease in this case, and (3) hecause the purchaser waa interested i) 


/, 


ither licensed premises and could not give attention and supervision f 
this house 

Jt waa held that the refusal on each of the three qrounds waa wholly 
snreasonahble. and that the phaintiff war ace wrdingly entitled to asaiqn to 
H. Appenrodt without licence 


This was a summons for a declaration that upon the true construction 
of a certain underlease and in the events which had happened, th: 
efusal of the defendants to yvrant a licence to assign to the under 
ease, one H. Appenrodt, was arbitrary ind that, notwithstanding 
such refusal, the plaintiffs were entitled to assign without such licence 
The facts were as follows In 1895 the defendants’ by underlease 
demised a public-house known as ‘‘ The Porcupine ” to one Aberg for 
a term of 45 years from March, 1895, at a certain rent, and Aberg 
ovenanted not to carry on certain trades, and not to assign or under 
let the demised premises without the written licence of the defendants 
and the head lessor first had and obtained, and also covenanted during 
the term to purchase al! malt liquors from the defendants or their 
successors in trade There was a proviso in the deed for re-entry on 
breach of any of the covenants. The underlease was now vested in the 
plaintiffs for the residue of the term, and they had agreed to sell 
their interest to H. Appenrodt, and the head lessor had given his 
written licence, but the defendants refused a licence and stated their 
reasons as follows: (1) That the purchaser's name and nationality of 
origin would tend to depreciate the trade of the house; (2) that in 
accordance with the regu!ations or requirements of licensing justices the 
defendants now required that their licencees should be resident upon 
their licensed premises, and that the purchaser had stated that it was 
not his intention to reside upon the premises; and (3) that the pur 
chaser was interested in other licensed premises, and consequently 
could not give the attention and supervision to ‘‘ The Por: upine "’ that 
should be bestowed upon it. Hence the plaintiffs commenced this 
action. 

P. O. Lawrence, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said 
The name and origin of the purchaser does not constitute a reasonable 
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suse for Although the purchaser 


is a German bv birth. he has been resident in England many vears, and 


Withholding the ence to assign 














in February, 1912, became a naturalized British subject, and ts 
idmittedly a respectable and responsible person The second and third 
y suunds of refusal also iumnot be justified The inderlease contains 
no covenant bv the underlessee to reside m the premises ot to carry 
inv business thereo! muct ess to devote his hole time to any 
business that might be irried on thereor The defendants, having 
regard to the views of some of the licensing justices ive inaugurated 
‘ De icv by which they in their tenancy agreements require their tenants 
to reside on the licet sed premises but this policy cannot be ipphed 
t the premises omprised in the underlease; to attempt to do 80 
ild be to ignore entire the nature of the underlease, which haa still 
twenty years to run, and to impose ondition not mtained in the 
derlease Yet this 1s precisely what defendants are endea, uring 
do by their refusal \ refusal based on such grounds is holly 
unreasonable he plaintiffs therefore ire entitled to the declaration 
ed for CoUNSEI Jenkina K.C Sir 1 Bodky (y D. We pyt; 
Owen Thom peo K .{ 1. #. Woott 1. B. Well SOLICITORS, 
\ ae) Field Af Roult \ dS demu 
Report rosary May, Barrister-at-law 
= . ° 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX ». JAMES PAUL. REX v. McFARLANE. Ear! of Reading, 
C.J., Bray and Avory, JJ. 15th March. 
RIMINAI LAW —EViIpENC} PERSON CHARGED (iIVING K\ ENCE— 
("ROSS-EXAMINATION By COUNSEL 1 Prose lo \ <yions IN 
RIMINATING CO-DEFENDANT Criminal Evipence Act, 189 61 & 62 
Vicr., c. © ] 
Where a per vharged qoe nha ft rit hort / for 
defence md tf hee ror } se @ ‘ r n © an 
din witness and it ia immaterial whether he atand ule gives 
le os / the defence or for the prosecution hove f all he on 
/ di lg / / n rthel Ale f# / eroaa 
edd ‘ nine / fhe cut f fe person 
wrged jointly with his 
The appellant vere harved ntly th three other persons betore 
e Recorder at the Central Criminal Court vit rehouse-DdDreaking 
i with stealing furs of the ilue ef £34,000 \ TLL f me vere 
neerned in the robber md the tur er taker iwa i motor 
rry The ippellants set up an ali ind evidence is slled to estab. 
sh it. A man named Goldberg, who was charged jointly with the 
appellants, went into the witne box to wive evidence mad being 
sworn he said | pead guilt and had nothir I re t ‘ lL here 
pon he ' es-examimed by c unsel for t ( ‘ elicited 
from him evidence whi neriminated the appellants The appellants 
vere convicted and ere eactl entenced to five ear penal servitude 
It was contended behalt f the ippellant that this cross-examina 
tion was irregular that it infringed the provisions of section 1 of 
he Criminal Evidence Act, 10% that as the only evidence given by 
Cioldber vas a contessior f his own guilt he issue was dead, and the 
vunsel for the Crown was not entitled to cross-examine him to elicit 
evidence incriminating his ¢ lefendants, the appellant and that 
herefore the convictions ight to be qu ashed 
Earl of Reapinc. C.J... mm delivering the judgment of the Court, 
said that the main point raised on behalf of the appellant vas that 
counsel for the Crown ought not to have been allowed to cross-examine 
Goldberg after he had admitted his own guilt, and that, as « unsel had 


cross-examined Goldberg with a view to incriminating the appellante, 
who were jointly charged with him, the convictions of the ppellents 
ought to be quashed The f the 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1898. It was argued that a though the Aet 
f 1898 made a person charged a competent witness for the defence, yet 
f the person charged went into the witness-box and said that he was 


argument was based on section 1 « 


if 
not guilty. he could not be cross-examined by the prosecution, as the 
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issue was then dead But that argument was based on a fallacy. 
' When a person charged went into the witness-box to give evidence for 
the defence, and was sworn, he was in the same position as an ordinary 
witness, and wae therefore liable to ‘be cross-examined. It was imma 
terial whether he stood mute, or whether he gave evidence for the de 
fence or for the prosecution. It was not what he said in the witness-box 
that rendered him liable to be cross-examined, but the fact that he went 
into the witness-box as a witness for the defence. It had also been 
vas not entitled to cross-examine 


contended that counsel for the Crow: 


a person iarged vho was called as a witness for the defence, 60 as to 
incriminate a person charged jointly with him That contention, how 
ever, could not be supported. The appeals must be dismissed 
Counset, for the appellants, St. John WVecDonald ; no counsel appeared 
for the Crow: Soticitor, for the ippellants Bruce Searl 


[Reported by T. W. Moroay, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


County Court, England, Procedure. 


(Continued from page 429.) 








/ eased ¢ f 
Orde Lill Rule 5O . ereb ul iiied, except lu espect f busi 
ness done before the thirty-first day of December, nineteen hundred and 
nineteer business done since that date and included in bills delivered 
before the date when this rule comes int peration, and the following 
rule n stand im lieu thereof, viz 
76. Order Lill Pule SO lnereas i coate 6 Edw. 7. c. 58 1) 
The total of any items of costs (as distinct from payments) in respect 
of business done after the thirty-first da December, nineteen hun 
dred and eteen ny action or matte mmenced in or remitted 
to a cr tv ¢ rt r in proceedings under the Workmen's ( ompensa 
tion Act. 1906. sha here mts are payable under Column B ot 
Column { f the higher scale be increased by 334 per centum, and such 
increase shall be allowed upon any taxation or assessment of costs in 
respect of any such business as well between party and party as between 
solicitor and client j 
(2) Provided 
) that this rule sha not afte ul power to direct payment of 
s fixed gross m espect or eu of sts 
that here any items of sts are increased under Rule 8 f 
t s Order, or costs are allowed on ar scals iwher than that which 
vould otherwise be applicable, the increase authorized by this rule 
sha not be allowed respect of such items or in respect ot costs 
iilowed on such higher scale, unless the judge otherwise orders 
¢) that this rule shall not apply to bills of costs which have at 
lat when this rule comes int« operation already been delivered 
the client sought to be charged therewith or to the person charg 
ible therewith or liable therefor r to bills already taxed and cer 
tified sllowed : 
5) The ‘ e hereby authorized shall not affect the questior vhether 
a bil f costs when taxed is or is not less by one-sixth part than the 
bill de dl t or left 
Th I ppend / 
Ministry of Health Order. 
rhe ft r Order has been mads 
The Housi Accounts Order (Local Authorities), 1920. 3lst March 
Wit the Order there is issued a Memorandun Notes on Spec ial 
Points in connection with the keeping of Assis ted ‘Wises Accounts,’ 
and also t oO ! explanator circular letter 


Ministry of Health 
Whitehall. S W. 1 
Slet March 1920 


THE HOUSING ACCOUNTS ORDER (LOCAL AUTHORITIES 


1920. © 
Sir I am d ected by the Minister of Health to forward to vou the 
enclosed ¢ f the Housing Accounts Order (Local Authorities) 1920 
(feneral Effect of the Order 
l. The Order prescribes the books and ai inte which are to be cept 
by a Loca Authority with respect to a (\ssisted Housin scheme 


within meaning of the Regulations, and it sets out the duties of 
the officers neerned, The Order applies to any Local Authority which 
Assisted Housir ¢ Scheme In every “age the wccounts to be 
kept under the Order will be subject to audit by a District Auditor 


has an 


It requires that these accounts shall be kept on the basis of income 


and expenditure, to the extent of including items falling due for receipt 
or payment within or at the close of the financial period. The Min 
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ister retains power to assent to departures from the requirements of 
the Order in any case where this course appears to be necessary 


Se par ate Accounta. 


2, Separate accounts are required to be -_ for the Assisted Housing 
Scheme. In all cases separate impersonal accounts and a separate 
revenue account should be kept, and the balances connected with the 

using accounts should be set out as directed in the Order, either 
in a separate balance sheet or in a separate section of the general 
balance sheet; it is not, however, necessary that a separate ledger 
cash book, or banking account should be provided, except where the 
other accounts of a council are not audited by a district auditor. [1 
the latter case an entirely separate set of books will be found to be 
necessary 

Small Authorities 

3. The Order is drawn so as to provide for all the booke and accounts 
vhich may be necessary in connection with the requirements of the 
tegulations, but in the majority of cases, particularly of the smal 
iuthorities, the circumstances will enable many of these accounts to be 


dispensed with 

In the cases of the small authorities it will usually be found that the 
mly ledger accounts needed will be those mentioned in Article III 
1) of the Order as being required in all cases. 

The only separate books of account required in these cases will be 
\ rent account book and a rent collector's cash account. These ar: 
to be supported by a register of tenancies, which will record in more 
enient form than is possible in the minute book all 
facts in connection with letting agreements. 

The Terrier which records the coat of each ‘house is required in a 
cases, but this book need not be written up more than once 

Financial Statement. 

4. For the present the financial statement should be in the form pr: 
scribed iby the Local Government Board by their Order dated 50th 
March, 1918. For the purpose of stamp duty, the housing expendi 
ture would be added to any other expenditure of the authority whi 
was audited by the district auditor 

A memor undum conté ining notes on some spec ial points in connectior 
with the keeping of the actounts is enc losed. 

The Order, together with this circular and the memorandum will be 
placed on sale, so that copies may shortly be obtained, either directly 
or through any bookseller, from His Majesty's Stationery Office at the 
following addresses Imperial House, Kingsway, London, WC. 2: 
28. Abingdon-street, London, S.W.1; 37, Peter-street, Manchester ; 
and 1, St Andrew’s-crescent, Cardiff.—I am, sir, your obedient 
servant F. L. Turner, Assistant Secretary 

lo the Clerk to the Local Authority 


concise and con 


Ministry of tood Orders. 
THE DEALINGS IN SUGAR (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1919 
Notice of Revocation. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regu powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 2th March, 1920, the 
Dealings in Sugar (Restriction) Order, 1919 [S. R. & O., No. 1715 
of 1919), | but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
ontravention thereof. 


20t March 


ations and of all othe 


THE [IMPORTED GRAIN (IMPORTERS’ PRICES) ORDER, 1919. 
Notice of Revocation 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
tealm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 20th March, 1920, the 
Imported Grain (Importers’ Prices) Order, 1919 [S. R. & O., No. 1295 
of 1919], but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
contravention thereof. 

20th March. 
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THE MARKETS AND WHOLESALE DEALERS RETURNS 
ORDER, 1920. 

1. The market authority of every market in which any article to 
which this Order applies is sold or bought, shall make such returns 
and furnish such particulars relating to the market, or to any rents, 
tolls, dues or other charges made or expenses incurred by them in 
connection with the market, or to such other matters connected with 
the market as may from time to time be required by or under the 
authofity of the Food Controller. 

2. Every person dealing by wholesale im any article to which this 
Order applies shal] make such returns and furnish such particulars as 
to his dealings in such article, as may from time to time be required 
by or under the authority of the Food Controller. 

“3. Until further notice this Order shall apply to fruit and vegetables, 
fish, live stock, meat, poultry and game. 

4. ‘*‘ Market authority ’’ shall include any person, company, corpora- 
tion or local authority having the control or management of any market, 
or in receipt of rents, tolls, dues or other charges in respect thereof 

5. Failure to make a return or the making of a false return, or the 
furnishing of false particulars is a summary offence against the Defence 
of the Realm Re tions. 

6. This Order may be cited as The Markets and Wholesale Dealers 
Returns Order, 1920, and shall come into force on the 25th March, 1920. 

25th March. 


THE FLOUR AND BREAD (RETURNS) ORDER, 1920 


i. Every factor, packer and other wholesale dealer in flour shall make 
an accurate return as to his stocks of and dealings in flour on the 
official form F. & B. 14 in accordance with the instructions on the form 
end shall make such further returns and give such other information 
as may be required by or under the authority of the Food Controller. 

2. Every retail dealer in flour and every manufacturer of bread for 
sale shall make accurate returns as to his stocks of flour and dealings m 
flour and bread on the official forms F. & B. 14 and F. & B. 15 in 
accordance with the instructions on the forms, and shall make such 
further returns and give such other information as may be required by 
or under the authority of the Food Controller. 

3. In Ireland the returns shall be made and information given to 
the Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland 

4. Every person to whom this Order applies shal' permit any person 
authorized in that behalf by the Food Controller or a Divisional Food 
Commissioner, or a Food Committee, to inspect at any time all his 
stocks of flour and bread and all books of account and other documents 
relating to his dealings in flour and bread. 

5. Failure to make a return or to give information or the making 
of a false return or giving of false information is a summary offence 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. : 

6. This Order may be cited as-The Flour and Bread (Returns 
1920. 

26th March. 


Order, 


The following Orders have also been issued : — 
The Imported Wild Rabbits (Prices) Order, 1920 
The Potatoes Order, 1920. 20th March. 
The Imported Frozen Poultry (Prices) Order, 1920. 20th Marc! 
The Jam (Prices) Order, 1920. 20th March. 
The Rice (Retail Prices) Order, 1920. 20th March. 


21st February 





Societies. 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-'ane, on the 15th inst., Mr. A. Copson 
Peake in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. E. R 
Cook, T. S. Curtis, W. E. Gillett, E. F. Knapp-Fisher, C. G. 
May, R. W. Poole and H. A. Tweedie. £597 was distributed in 
grants to deserving cases, thirteen new members were admitted, and 
other general business transacted. 


United Law Society. 


A ey ag held in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday 
12th inst. Mr. Wilfred Godfrey was in the chair. ; 
Mr. H. B. S. Hoddinott moved : “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, 
Labour is fit to govern.’’ In the absence of Mr. Williams, Mr; G. W 
Fisher opposed. Messrs. S. E. Redfern, P. 8S. Pitt and W. C. Pilley 
also spoke. Mr. Hoddinott having replied, the motion was put to the 
House. The voting being equal, the chairman gave his casting vote 
against the motion, which was therefore lost. : 


At a meeting of over 500 members of the Cyclists’ Touring Club on 
the Thames-embankment last Saturday, a resolution was carried pro 
testing against the exclusion of cyclists from the Roads Advisory Com 
mittee of the Ministry of Transport, against the disproportionate 
increase in the charges for the conveyance of bicycles by rail when 
accompanied by a passenger, and against the continuance in time of 
peace of the war regulation requiring rear lamps to be carried on bicycles. 














NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





' ss For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
» than Females. | Males. a 

60 £8 10 6 £9 9 10 

65 918 6 ll 210 

70 11 19 10 | 13 8 6 














‘that they should commit perjury or else they are not—I think the 


‘* A strong, well-managed concern.” Financial Times. 

“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the pres:nt 
generation.’ —Insurance News. 

“One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.”— 
Impressions, 

* Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—Post Magazine. , 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Prize Money. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr, Long, answering Mr. 


Grattan Doyle (Newcastle, N., C.U.), said: 


The Admuralty moerned with the Naval Prize Fund, and 


are ony ¢ 


not with the Prize Court Fund generally. The Court cases are ‘not 
vel sullick advanced to enable an estimate to be made of the total 
amount of the Naval Prize Fund, but a sum of £6,600,000 is now in 

ind There will yurse, be a balance between the Prize Court 
Fund and the Navel Prize Fund, but the Admiralty are only entitled, 
on behalf of the Naval Prize Fund, to Droits of the Crown, and are 
not concerned with the balance. Payments to the amount of about 
£1,300 for various charges have been made under Schedule 2 of the 
Naval Prize Act. A distribution of the sum in hand will begin forth- 


announcement to that effect is being published in Fleet 
The amount of one share for the present distribu- 


with, and an 
Orders of this week. 


tion is 50s. Payment to naval officers and men stil! serving with the 
Fleet and in Naval Establishments will be undertaken forthwith. Pay- 
ment to discharged and to demobilized officers and men, and to the 


eased, who are eligible to partx ipate, will 
iven in the Press. 
can be dealt 


those de 
due notice of which will 
prior to the 


representatives oO! 
in June 
made 


be 


r 


ywsue Of such notice 


begin early 
No ipplications 
with 


Prosecutions for Perjury. 


At the Central Criminal Court, on | 
Mr. Justice Derling, Wiluam John Grierson, 34, labourer, 
pleaded “ Guilty ”’ indictment him with committing 
peyjury in the Divorce Court on the trial of a petition presented by him 
in which he asked for a divorce his wife 
Mr. Justice Darling sentenced the prisoner to three months’ imprison- 
ment, but said that as he bore an excellent character he would not give 
him herd labour. 

Mr. Cecil Whiteley, prosecuting for the Director « 
tions, said the prisoner, who was then in the Army, 
wife in 1909, but the 
prisoner immediately left 
he went through the 


e 15th inst , Mays the Time , before 
Patrick 
charging 


lo an 


from 


£ Public Prosecu- 
was married to his 
aa the 
In 19] 


canuple stayed together only one night, 
’ » : 


with his regiment on foreign service. 
marriage with a woman in East Africa. 
The perjury consisted in his in the Divorce Court last year 
at the time he went through the ceremony of marriage in East 
Africa-he believed his wife was dead, whereas during the whole of the 
timre he had been in correspondence with his wife and other relatives. 
Mr. Justice Darling, in passing sentence, gaid: ‘‘ In the Divorce Court 
perjury is committed every day—perjury of the most deliberate charac- 
ter—especially by co-respondents, of whom it is expected by many people 


orm ol 
statement 


that 
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phrase is—‘ playing the game.’ The result is that the proceedings of a 
Court where prosecutions for perjury hardly ever take place have not 
the same sanction as those in Courts where perjury is more frequently 
prosecuted. If divorce cases were made triable at aasizes it might very 
well be that a measure, for which many peopl@ are agitating, might 
entail a further reform for which lovers of truth might thank the Judges 
of Assize.”’ 

His Lordship added that while he must give the prisoner some 
yunishment—for it wags perjury, whether it was committed in the 
Jivorce Court or anywhere else—he should not give him such a severe 
sentence as he should have done if he had given false evidence in a 
Court where perjury was more frequently prosecuted and punished 
The law must be vindicated though the prisoner was only one out o! 
many hundreds who committed peryury and escaped without prosecution 


The Secrecy of Incest Trials. 


At the Central Criminal Court, on the 16th inst., says the J'imes, 
before Mr. Justice Darling, a charge of incest wes called on for hearing, 
and everyone not connected with the case was directed by the Court 
officials to leave the tribunal during the trial, the Incest Act, 1908 
requiring the proceedings to be in camera 

Mr. Justice Darling, at the end of the trial, said that he thought 
it w great disadvantage that the public should not know that trials 
took place for incest, who were the accused, and what sentences were 
passed if they were found guilty. But as such trials took place in 
secret by order of Parliament, these facts did not get known. “I am 
certain myself,’’ his Lordship continued, ‘‘ that incest would be much 
less frequent if people knew that since 190B it is a crime punishable 
in the ordimary criminal Courta of this country—which it was not before 

and if they knew that Parliament had indicated that people who 
are found guilty of incest are liable to be sent to penal servitude for 
seven years. I have had a good deal of experience of trying cases of this 
kind on circuit and in this Court, and I am convinced that it is time, 
in the public advantage, that this system of trying cases in secret should 
be abolished. I have just tried four people, brothers and sisters, for 
incest. As it was in secret I shall not give their names or state what 
punishments I inflicted. They were, of course, within the severe punish 
ments indicated by Parliament. What I have said does not trench on 
the secrecy of the trial. But I thought it my duty to say it because 1 
am fully persuaded that these cases should be tried as ordinary sexual 
cases are tried. There are no details in them of a more revolting 
character than in the other cases; in fact, in nearly all incest cases the 
woman consents, and therefore there are not the ‘horrible instances of 
violence and so on frequently publicly given in evidence in other cases 
and made known to everybody throughout the length and breadth of 
the land. 

‘* Whether I am justified in saying what I have said I shall leave 
the public to judge. But I thought it my duty to say it because | 
believe the present system is unjust to ignorant ‘people, who are often 


unacquainted with the mere fact that a law has been recently passed 


under which they can be severely punished for what was hitherto not a 
criminal offence nor triable in the King’s Courts.”’ 


Village Reconstruction. 


Sir H. Trustram Eve, in a paper on “ Village Reconstruction.’ read 
at a meeting of the Auctioneers’ and Estate Agents’ Institute last week. 
made an earnest plea for the model villag: As surveyors, auctioneers 
and agents, they had, he said, enormous influence and much power 
loo often they proceeded to lot out the | 


ind without reference to other 
lands not in possession of their client 


and with regard to the interest 


of his pocket only. The present shape ’’ of many villages was due 
to the planning of surveyors and auctioneers extending bac k to beyond 
memory. A rearrangement of boundaries would improve many squalid 


! 
| 


| 





Law Students’ Journal. } 
The Law Society. _ 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION, , sece 





vf 
he following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were . E 
successful at the preliminary examination held on 2th and 25th March eee 
1920 
Alexander, Stanley Johnson, Ralpk Albert 
Allen, Percival Robert Jones, Thomas Norman 
Andrews, Richard Henry Jones, Thomas Robert 
Ash, John George Oswald King, Gilbert Arnold 
Ashworth, Reginald Kirkland, John 
Attenborough, Bernard Kirkup, George Robson " 
Anstin, Robert Charles Edwin Lewis, Rupert Robert be 
Auty, Stanley Critchley Lightfoot, Ernest E'dor Sir 
Banham, Cecil Francis William Littlewood, Sydney Charles : 
Beech, Charles Pearsall Thomas or 
Bell, Frederic Robinson Lowe, George Cecil Ci 
Blakeney, William Ernest Lucking, Cyril Dudley be 
Booth, Daniel Lunn Lynch, Stephen Ratcliffe pa 
Booth, Robert Macmillan, Kenneth Godfre, hi 
Boyd, John Henry \laplesden, Arnold Keith SI} 
Brook, Arnold — Marris, Philip Colquhoun de 
Brown, Grace Meates, Ronald Henry Cross!ey H 
Brown, Herbert Sydney Moore, Wilfred Hugh 
sryceson, Maurice Alan Newborn, Geoffrey Welby in 
Buxton, Francis Henry White Newborn, George Rupert S: 
Cawdron, Eric levinald Norman, John Brownlow si 
Chapman, Edward Collingwood Overton, Edgar James w 
Chitty, Walter Henry Paddison, Norman William a 
Chubb, Llewellyn Travers Liewe!lyn ir 
Cole, Frank Edward Patterson, William Moscrop ré 
Cole, Maurice Buxton Pexton, Stanley Robert of 
Conway, Edgar Barnard Macs Phillips, Geoffrey Moreton si 
Cooper, tichard Gordlestone Reed, Edward Ingram h 
Cutting, Hugh William Paterson Rogers, Tom Percival r 
Davidson, James Keith Roots, Reginald 
Dixon, Arthur Halstead Rudge, Herbert Nouaille 
Edwards, Arthur Delmir Rudling, Thomas Edward 
Maricueo Russe'l, James Godfrey Nick 
Edwards, Charles Talbot Gower Rutherford, Wi'liam 
Elliott, Ronald Armitage Sadd, Albert Edward Victor 
Ford, Mortimer Noel Samuel, Charles 
Francis, Wiliam James Scott, George Hamilton bs 
Freeman, Alan Gurth Sheppard, Herbert James f 
Gamon, Geoffrey Alexande: Sirrell, Sidney 
Percival ; Swann, Lawrence Edmund 
Goodger, Charles John Swainston Syrett, Geoffrey Herbert ; 
Goodway, Leslie Redver Syrett, Reginald Alan 
Goodyear, Norman Tay'or, Ethelbert Adrian Patri 
| Gray, Lindsay Russell Nixon von Sobbe 
Greville-Smith, Dudley Frederic Taylor, Gillian 
| Howard l'aylor, Harold Mayer 
Grey-Edwards, Henry Nugent Taylor, Herbert Gordon 
| Armstron Thomson, Knowles Archer 
| Gunnell, John Henry Toplis, Wilfrid Lee 
Guthrie, E'izabeth Winifred Turner, Charles Wilfrid Mallord 
Harrold, Philip Henry Walker, James 
Hayward, Norman George Wallis, Wa'ter Richard 
Mill, Frederick George Ward, Edward John 
Hodgson, Frank William Whitehead, John Townsend 
Holcroft, Frederick Howard Whittaker, George Harold 
Thomas Williams, William George 
Horsman, James Francis Wollen, Ernest Russell Store 
Jackson, Harold Woodward, Albert H ry 
No. of candidates, 177; passed, 108. 
Special intermediate (trust accounts and book-keeping) examinati 


and cramped villages, and gladden many hearts Labour could be 
happily anchored in a happy village 
The reconstruction of a village, therefore, should be done well and | 


boldly or not at all Niggling minds, 
selfishness, must be squashed. The scheme must include cottage rardens 
in the best places; cow commons, and in certain cases. horse common 
small holdings on the best land, even if good grass had to be ploughed 
up; also places for games. Village industries must be fostered, and 
provision for raw materials arranged if they existed locally, Nothing 
must be left to chance. The weaker vessels must be helped ‘so that they 
could live and thrive, and, as far as possible, they must be placed so 
that they were independent of big men. Some people might call that 
Socialism, but to make one’s fellow-creatures happy, even at one’s own 
expense, was a pleasurable vocation. Dealing with footpaths, he saw it 
was difficult to go for a walk in the neighbourhood of some villages with 
out trespassing, and perhaps without the risk of being summoned for 
being ‘‘in search of conies."” He advocated new and pleasurable foot. 
ways, and the review of all the existing footpaths. A small wood, or 
two or three spinneys, might be secured for the villagers, where they 
would have the right to gather primroses or bluebells. He insisted on 
the need for obtaining the support of the parish councils for any schemes 
of reconstruction. . 


vhich were based on short-view 


held on 28th January, 1920. 
PAssep 
Kenneth Elliott 
Henry Fergus Graham, M.A. Oxor 
Leslie Penry New 
No. of candidates, 3 passed, 3 
By order of the Council, 
E. R. Cook, Secretary 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2 
16th April, 1920 


Obituary. 
Sir John T. Goldney. 


Sir Joun TANKERVILLE Gotpney died on the 11th inst. at Monk's Park, 
Corsham, aged seventy-three, from heart failure following influenza 
Sir John was the son of the late Sir Gabriel Goldney, who was for 
twenty years M.P. for Chippenham, and brother of the present barone! 
Sir Prior Goldney. He went to Harrow and Cambridge, and was called 
to the Bar in 1869. In 1880 he was appointed Attorney-General of the 

| Leeward Islands, and in the following year became Acting Chief 
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Justice there. He was appointed a puisne Judge in British Guiana in 
1884, and three years later he went to the Straits Settlements as a Judgs 
remaining there until 1892, when he was made Chief Justice of 
Trinidad. He was knighted in 1893. Sir John was twice married, his 
second wife, who survives him, being a daughter of Major F. C. Napier 
Goldney, Indian Army. The Goldneys have been associated for centuries 
with Wiltshire, and ancestor of the family obtained a charter of 
incorporation for ig cme from Queen Mary in 1553 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The Home Secretary has appointed Mr. Henry CuHartres Biron 
be Chief Magistrate of the Metropolitan Police Courts, in succession t 
Sir John Dickinson, who has retired 

Mr. Biron was called to the Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 1886, and 
practised at the Criminal Bar in London and on the South-Eastern 
Circuit. He served as counsel to the Post Office at the Central Crimi 
nal Court, and as Treasury Counsel to the — Sessions. He was 
engaged in many notable criminal cases, am which was the Lynch 
high treason trial in 1903, when he appe ees with the late Mr. H. G 
Shee, K.C., and Mr. Avory, K.C. (now Mr. Justice Avory), for the 
defence. He was appointed a London stipendiary magistrate in 1906 
He is the joint author of ‘‘ Biron and Chalmers on Extradition 

Sir Senn Dickinson was appointed Chief Metropolitan Magistrate 
in 1913. He sat at Bow-street Police Court for the last dime last 
Saturday. Though, says the 7'imes, he could be very stern on occa 
sion, Sir John earned a reputation for kindliness on the Bench. He 
was a firm believer in the application of the First Offenders Act, and 
adopted very largely the practice of referring cases back for private 
inquiry by the court missionary with a view to reclaiming prisoners 
rather than punishing them. He was keenly interested in the careers 
of many persons whom he had dealt with in this way. On one occa 
sion, at the Thames Police Court, a — girl expressed a wish to kiss 
him afitter he had disposed of her case, and he smilingly granted he 


request. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Rocer Ricwarp Guover, WILLIAM Kennepy, and Grorce Dopason 
KeNNepy, solicitors (Leo. Kennedy & Glover), Ormskirk. March 1 
So far as concerns the said Williany Kennedy, who retires from the said 





firm Gazette, April 16 
EpMUND JOHN FReEMAN RipeaL and Jonn CGeorce Enouunp Ripeat 
solicitors (Rideal & Son}, 29, Church-street, Barnsley, York \pri 
The business will in future be carried on by John George Edmu 
Ridea! [(Fazette, April 20 


Rosert HaroLp Mayuew and FrRanNK Beeman DARLING, solicitors 
(Harold Mayhew & Darling), of 38, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, and 
7, New-square, Lincoln's Inn, London, W.C. 2. So far as the Birming 
ham practice is concerned the partnership is disso!ved as from, 25th 
March, 1920, each partner continuing to practise at 38, Waterloo-street 
Birmingham, from that date. As regards the London practice the part 
nership is dissolved as from lst March, 1920, and the said Frank 
Beeman Darling will continue to practise at 7, New-square, Lincoln's 
Inn, W.C. 2, in co-partnership with Arnold Fred Taylor 


General. 


Mr. Edward Chitty, of 20, Elsworthy-road, Hampstead, and 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, left estate of gross value £5,620 
Mitchells Fold, a Druidical stone circle on Stapeley Hill, on the Shrop 
shire-Montgomeryshire border, has, through the influence of Sin Offle: 
Wakeman, been handed over to the Office “of Works for preservation as 
an ancient monument. The circle measures 92 ft. 
and 86 ft. from east to west, and the principal stones are 6 ft. high 
At Greenwich Police Court, on the 15th inst., William Ashley Har 
rower Johnston, solicitor, of Burton-road, Brixton, was summoned for 
obtaining by false pretences £6 12s. from the Registrars of Greenwicl 
County Court, for forging and uttering an order to the registrars autho 
rizing payment of £6 12s. to the bearer, and for obtaining that sum 
under a forged document. Mr. Rowe, prosecuting, said that in May 
last a Mrs, Close, of Peckham, sued Messrs. Henry Rose (Lim ited ) 
dentists, in the Greenwich County Court for damages and obtained a 
verdict for £5, with £1 12s. costs. The defendant acted as her soli 
citor, and she paid him sums totalling over £10 for costs. Ross paid 
the money into court in July, and notice was sent to Johnston, who took 
it out on production of an authority purporting to be signed by Mrs 
Close, but which she had not sig ciel The registrar wrote to the 
defendant, pointing this out, and asking him to return the money The 
defendant then claimed for costs on the £50 scale In September 
an order was obtained for the defendant to pay the money within sever 
days, but it was not complied with, and later the defendant was served 
with a notice to shew cause why he should not be committed. On 5t} 
December the money was paid into court. The defendant, who reserved 
~ gece was committed for trial at the Central Criminal! Court, on 
i. 


| 
from north to south | 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Eeq. 
William Maples, Esq. 
Allan Ernest Messer, 
rhe Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimoee, 
Bart., D.C.L 
Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E., 
M.P. 


James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Edmund Church, Esq. 
Philip G. Collins, Eaq. 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Eaq. 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. Charles R. Rivington, Raq. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. Mark Lemon Romer, Eeq., K.C. 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. The Hon. Sir Charlies Russell, Bart. 
L. W. North Hickley, Eaq. Francis Minchin Voules, Raq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. Charlies Wigan, Esq 

FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 

without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





Resorts and Watering Places Bill, which has 
the House of Commons by Colonel Burn, member for 
Tor tay is to give the same powers to the councils of boroughs and 
urban districts in England and Wales to advertise the advantages and 
imenities of their boroughs and districts as health resorts or watering 
s a8 are possessed by local authorities in Ireland under the Health 
Resorts and Watering Places (Ireland) Act, 1909 


The f Viny Bill 


presented 


was presented and read a first time in the House of 
imend and extend the duration of the 














Commons on Wednesday I 
Profiteering Acts, 1919 
Couit Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Rota OF RBGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENOY APPEAL CouRT Ar. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ ROTA. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday April 26 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr, Jolly 
luesday — Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Wednesday.... 28 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Thursday . 29 Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Friday .... 30 Farmer Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Saturday May 1 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, Mr. Justice 
: ASTBURY PRBTERSON, LAWRENCE. RUSSBLL, 
Monday April 26 Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr, Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 2 Farmer Laach Jolly Chareh 
Wednesday .. 28 Jolly Church Synge Farmer 
Thursday .... 20 Synge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 
Friday... a) Bloxam Jolly Borrer Synge 
Saturday May 1 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam 
. ° ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK OOMIANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazett Fripvay, April 16 
Rargact GAtcenies, Ltp.-Oreditors are to prove their debts on or before 
May 21, to F. St. J. Nerth, Tamworth villas, Mitehaaw ( Surrey, liqui 
GENOA AN Distt r Waterworks Co. Lap.--Creditors ar required, on or before 
In & to ser t 1 ws and addresses, end 1 particulars of their debts 
to Ar Karnshaw Wake, Norfolk House, Lawrence Pountney-hill 
i at 
Norra AmenicaN LAN» ano Timern Co Lt In Votunrany LiQquipatTion) 
Crealitor r before May 7, t end in their nemee and addresses, 
and art re t ‘ t r clay ty Joseph Wal n Chalkley “%, Old 
Broa t ator 
Bice Star L7 (rexlitors are required t r bef May Ll, to send their 
names h Iresses, and tl particulars of their debts or claims, to Sydney 
Thornhill Traore) 4, Clements-lane, liquidator 
@raniey Seinxine Co.. Lrv Is a LIQUIDATION (Creditors are required, 
m or before M 16, to send th names and ackirese ind the particulars of 
their debts or claimne Harold Hag 2, Waterloo-st., Oldham, liquidator 
Narioxat Waste J*’noprers re«l r required, on or before May 13, to send 
nen vldress a! vartioular f their dete or claims to Amos Long 
Freeman. Caxton House lothill-st Westminster, liquidator 
West Hipisx Pieturk Pavitioxs, Lrp In Votuntany Liqvrpatton.)—Creditors 
wre req n or before May 17, to send their namee and addresses, and the 
urtioulars of their debts or claims, to A. H. Redfearn, Churchet., Heckmond 
. j lat 
EDWIN Eu mann lo Lp In Votonrarny Li@vipation (Creditors are required, 
on or before Jar 2] ¢t end their names and addresses, and the particulare of 
their debts and claims, to James Alfred Youele, 704, Basinghall-st., liquidator 
oxpo~n Wire Rore Works, Lrp. (IN Votunwtrany Liqrvipation Dreditors are 
i n or befor June 2), to send their nemee ond addresses, and the par 
timlars of their debte and aims, to James Alfred Youcls, 704, Basinghall-st , 
puidator 
LOMBARDY Roa ita ways Co... Leo. t'reditor ire required n or before May 31, 
to send ft r neme ul wkdiressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
tu Ernest Woolle 7, Moorgate-st., liquidator 
Paimreose Rixa Mitt im6) Co Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte 
‘ ms, to V um Wallace Brierley, 26 Clege-«t., Oldham, liquidator 
Ru®N Srinnino Co., L1p.—Creditora are required n or before April 90, to send 
‘ names nd addressee, amd the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
W am Wallace Brier 24+, Clegg-st.. Oldham, liquidator 
Newtos Moor Cortos Si vixna Co., Lap.-4'reditors are required, on or before 
May , to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 


Ashton-under-Lyae, liquidator. 


r claims, to Harry Ashworth, 9, St. Michael’s-4q., 
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Astist Mitt Co., Lrp.—COreditors are required, on or before May 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claime, to Harry 
Ashworth, 9, St. Michael’s-sq., Aehton-under-Lyne, liquidator. 

Tonstuta ENotvernixne Co. (1916), Lep.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Joseph Bilbrough Ballantine, Grand Hotel, Lowestoft, liquidator 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DaY or Claim 


L lon Gazette Fripay, April 6 

Alrcnison, Taomas, Carl } ner May 7 Blackburn & Main, Carlisk 

BeatTis, Naomi, (lott br May Brittan Millet Rogers & Harley, 
Bristol. 

Benwr, James, Stamfor Hill May 20. W er N & Houlston, 75, Col 
mast. 

Bowker, Mary Sormia, K 6 Lynn la Is Austin J. Wright, 116, Victoria 
ot., Westminster 

Borce, FRANK, Hrixton, Variety Agent Mea 4 Bevan & ( 1614, Strand 

Baiperr, Apowrtvus bhywano Lang haw Portland.pl May Ww Murray 
Hutohine & ¢ ll, Birelin-lane 

Bvuitmoes, Tuomas, Southampton May 25. Hughes & Sons, +, John-st Hex 


ford-row. 
Crawrorp, Groner, Newcastle-wpon-Tyne, Black tl May 26. Gilwon, Py 
& Pybus, Newcastle-upon-] yne : ; 
Conpwen, Hoseat Atien, Dorset-oq. May 30. Ford, Harris & Ford, Exeter 
Ornownbr, Cuantes Henar, Ramegat: May 17 r. & J. W. Simeox, Birmingha 
Davivson, Haroiv, Bagshot, Farmer May 2. Linklaters & Paines, 2, Bond-ct., 
W adbrook, 
Dopp, Waiter Epwunp 


Didsbury, Director f «a Shipping Compan May 15 
Arthur W. Dodd. Manahester ; ‘ 
Dvemonsr, Licut.-Co WitttaM Francts Brovenam Raperyrrs 

May 23. Moberley & Wharton, Southampt : 


Duncan, Davip Creit, Oxford-st. May 12. W. H. Speed & Co., 18, Sackvillest 


Colyton Devon 


E.tis, Joserm ALesxanper Ricumonp, North Shickls, Eetate Agent May 2 
Dickinson, Miller & Turnbull, Newoastle-upon-Tym : 
Fiemino, Josren Ligtourt, Park Royal, Middlesex. May 15. Percy Shortt & 

Cuthbert, Donington House, 30,  Norfolk-st Strand , 
Garsive, Exocn, Ashton-under-Lyne, Warrier April 30. Bromley & Hyde, As 
ton-under-) .\ ne . : 
Getatty, THoma, Kensington. May 30. Lamhert & Hale. 35. Queen Victoria-st 


Gunn, WILLIAM, D’ontypool, Draper May 7 


I Sinclair Pewell Gunn, Carnarvoi 
Gur, Mary E.tex, Bridlington, Yorks May 12. J. P. Ruesell, Sheffield 


Hensmaut, AGNes ANNA, Rhoe-on-Sea. June 1 rter, Amphlett & Co., Colwyn 
Bay. . ; 

Hotmes, Joun Backnovsr, St. Leonards-on-Sem. May 14. Lonsdale & Grey, St 
Annes-on-the-Sea. 

Hontoce, Rosa Jane, Clifton, Bristol. May M. Clarke, @ons & Press. Bristol 
JACKSON, rHomas Joan, Beckenham. May 22. Tatham, Oblein & Nash, 11, Queen 
Victoria-st 
LANCASTER, Grongre WILLIAM, Bact Sheen. Mey 31. Ellie, Munday & Clarke, 23 

College -hill SANG? 
LOWTHER, Sagan, St. Leonards-on-Sea May 9 Laat om, Son & Douglas 
Hastings. 
Masson, Josern, Ecolesficld, Butcher M ! Smith, Smith & Fielding 
Sheffield : 


MANNING, Guy Evorns, Bornes. June 19. Jones. Hall & Mann ng, St. Michael's 
House, Basing hal!-st 


MANSELL, Saran, Putney May 18. Child & Chikd, 12, Sloane-st 

a Atsert, Brinkwort Wilt M 17. Clark & Smith, Malmesbur 

McBarx, Groner Rrown Stevwricur. Norwoc May 2%. Colyer & ( r, 329 
High Hobborn 7 a, 

Metcatre, Ricwano, Richmond Hill. Hydropatl Practitioner May 25. Hughes 
& Sons, 34, John-st.. Bedford-row 

Mernxeut, Goprrey Joun May 25. Charl Stevens & 


Mrynew, Earl's Court 


Drayton, 6, Bond<t.. Walbro 


Henry ScumMMeEns 


| the Denham Court Estate. 


Monk, Isasetia, Fairfield, Derby. May 26. Benett & Oo., Buxton. 

Murrett, Walter, Notting Hill, Drawing Room Entertainer. May 31. Marshal 
& Co., 9%, King-st., Hammersmith. 

Nicos, Hannan, Tabard<«t., Borough. May 17. Chae. H. Weeks, 223, Borough 
High-st. 

Nortox, Henry Samvet, Tenterden. May 16. W. G. 
Kent. 

Parker, Manta Cuartorre, Plymouth. May 15 

Purses, Wiittam Henry, Poplar. May 14 
93, Mortimer-st. 

Pirern, Epwin James, Hornsey, Grocer. May 15 
Bank Chambers, Hornsey. 

Ricwarps, Geores, and Ecizasera Ricwarys, Coldred, near Dover, Farmer 
Mowl!l & Mowll, Dover. 

Rost, Epwin, Handsworth, Birmingham Mey 2 
mingham. 

Rusawortsa, Frep FcrNisa, Ovenden, Halifax, Metal Merchant. June 1. Jubb, 
Booth & Helliwell, Halifax 

ScumMotte, James Gustave, Queenstown, South Africa. 
Sons & Co., 5, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Smitn, Rev. Isaac Greoorr, Horsell. June 1 
Russe ll-st. 

Scttivay, Rev. Jomys, Dalkes 
euper-Mare. 

Sraps, James, Leeds. May 26. A. E. Stott, Leede 


Mace & Sons, Tenterden, 


Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 
Simon, Haynes, Barlas & Ireland, 


Edgar Robins & Grimsdal 
May 17, 


Bowman & Ekine, Bir 


May 28. Michael Abrahams, 
Tucker, Lake & Lyon, 74, Great 


Dublin. Jur 1. Wm. Smith & Sons, Weston 


[rvere, Connertvs Rosert, She field. May 17. Smith, Smith & Fielding, 
Sheffield. : : 
Turner, Henry, Wilford, Nottingham. June 1. Thorpe, Perry & Ford, Not 


ting hem. 

Vena, Senora TaRctta Vitarn vivpa pe, Santa Cruz de la Sierra, Bolivia. 
Robert G. Harrison, 8, Bush-lane 

Water, THomas CHRISTMAS, Hampstead. May 14. 
Ireland, %, Mortimer-st 

Waternorvse, Grorer, Heckmondwike 
mondwike. 


May 6 


Simon, Haynes, Barlas « 


Yorks. May 7. ©. Stanley Heys, Heck 


WILKINS, Marnie Mappy, Canonbury. May 20. Russell, Son & Fisher, 3, Ser 
jeants’-inn, Tempk R 
Witson, THOMAS ERSKIN! Hertford May 2. JLongmoree, 3, Bank-bidge., 


Lothbury. 
Wratr, WritiuMm, West Bridgford. June 1. Day & Johnson, Notting ham 





On Tuesday next, Messrs. Samven Wattrock & Co. are offering by 
auction, at Winchester House, the perpetually renewable Corporation 
Blenheim-street, and 25, Woodstock-street. 


Messrs. Danren Surrn, Oakvey & Garrarp are offering Embley Park, 
Hampshire for sale. It formerly belonged to W. E. Nightingale, the 
father of Florence Nightingale, who as a girl frequent!y spent the winter 
here. It was here that she wrote her impression of Kaiserworth, an 
institution for the care of the destitute near Dusseldorf, where she 
first decided that nursing could be made a calling suitable for ladies. 


Messrs 


lease of Blenheim-mews, 7, 


Daniel Smith, Oakley & Garrard are also offering for sale 
The property includes a seventeenth century 
mansion, where Charles II. was supposed to have been concealed by 


Lady Bowyer after the battle of Edgehill in 1643. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valners, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, a 


i. DowNs Langley. Bucks. Windsor. » Stewart-Brows, J. P., Piccadilly. High Court. Pet. 
Bankruptcy Notices gle, wnes.2 2, y. Wig 
. Pet. March 4. Ord. April 8 { Feb. 26. Ord. April 8. 
London Gazette.—Torspar, April 13. Evans, W. H., Skewen, Glam Pretluce Dealer. Neath. | Watkins, Atrrep Percy, Llandrindod Wells, Farmer. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Pet. March 23. Ord. April 8 Newtown. Pet. April 8 Ord. April 8 


Atnswortn, Henry Ligatrsown, Kidderminster. Kid 


derminster. Pet. March 30. Ord. March 30 Grimsby.. Pet. April 


Me._avisn, Rosert, Great Grims!y 
10. Ord. April 10 


Waite, Joun Newman, Brixton, Mechanical Engineer. 
High Court. Pet. March 17. Ord. April 9. 


Labourer Great 


BLoxaM, Frances Evizaseru, Westgate-on-Sea. Canter Norman, Groner, Bedford, Surveyor. Bedford. Pet. | W888, Epwarp, Frinsted, Kent, Farmer. Rochester. 
__ bury. Pet. March 15. Ord. April 10 March 22. Ord. April 9. Pet. April 8. Ord. April 8. 
Cooxe, Frepenick Cuartes, Birmingham, Saddler topinson, Emwnest, Fulham-rd., Greengrocer High FIRST MEETINGS. 


Birmingham. Pet. April 9. Ord. April 9 Court. Pet. March 15. 





Ord. April § 


| Besson, Gerorce, Manchester, Commission Agent. 
April 21 at 3. Off. Ree., Byrom-st., Manchester. 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., L1p. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information write: 


SPECIALISTS 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases 


and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Coutves, Bexzamtw Groner, Martock, Somerset, 
Blacksmith. April 20, at 230. Off. Rec., City- 
ehmbrs.. therine-st., Salisbury 

KImLxeryr, Hanan Lampert. Leeds, Grocer 
at 2 Off. Rec., 2%, Bond-st., Leeds. 

Rostwsow, Eves. Fulham-rd., Greengrocer. April 22 
at 11. Bankruptey-bldegs.. Carey st. 

Siumownds, Putter Joux, Brighton, Wholesale Haber 
dashery and Sundriesman. April 21 at 2.30. Off 
Rec.. 124, Marlborough-pl., Brighton 

StewaRt-Brown, P., Piccadilly. April 21 at 12 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 

Waire, Jonn Newman, Brixton, Mechanical Engineer 
April 23 at 11. Bankruptey-bides., Carey-«t 
Wres, Epwarp, Frinsted, Kent. Farmer. April ® at 

11.15. Off.’ Rec., 280a, Hich<«t., Rochester. 

West, Hersert Epwix, Southbourne. Bournemouth 
April 21 at 2.30. Off. Rec., Midland Bank<chmbrs., 
High-st., Southempton. 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Ainsworth, Henry Lioutsowy, Kidderminster. Kid 
derminster. Pet. March 90. Ord. March 30 
Cooxe, Frepericx Cuartes, Birmingham, Saddler. Bir 

mingham. Pet. April 9. Ord. April 9. 
Evans, W. H., Skewen, Glam., Produce Dealer 
Neath. Pet. March 23. Ord. April 10. 
Haut, Aurrep James, and Haut, Tuomas, Kenilworth 
Engineers. Warwick. Pet. March 3. Ord. April 7 
Hit, Isaac, Miiford, near Stafford, Coal Merchant 
Stafford. Pet. March 15. Ord. April 9 
Jounson, Caarnizs Rorsvck, Sheffickl, York, Furniture 


April 20 


Dealer. Sheffield. Pet. March 30. Ord. April 9 
Metnvisa, Roserr, Great Grimsby, Labourer. Great 
Grimsby. Pet. April 10. Ord. April 10 
Sranes, Lioner Vincent Amsrose, West Bromwich 


Company Director. Birmingham. Pet. March 4 
Ord. April 9, 

Warkins, Atrrep Percy, Liendrinded Wells, 
Newtown. Pet. April 8 Ord. April 8 
Wess, Epwaxp, Frinsted, Kent, Farmer. Rochester 

Pet. April 8. Ord. April 8 
London Gazette.—F¥RivarY, April 16 
REORIVING ORDERS 
Assotr, Alrrep, Walthamstow, Grocer. High Court 
Pet. April 13. Ord. April 13. 


Farmer 


Brice, Bertram, Cardiff, Engineer. Onrdiff. Pet 
April 31. Ord. April 13. 
Ciivre, Cartes, Seaford, Baker. High Court. Pet. 


March 18. Ord. April 13. 

Coor, CManites Wiitiam, St. James’«t. High Court 
Pet. March 18. Ord. April 13. 

Davies, Davip, Hendon, Dairyman 
March 23. Ord. April 13. 

Davies, Davip Jouy, Gilfach Goch, Glam 
Pet. April 12. Ord. April 12 

Dermott, Mavpe Evizaseta, Connaught-st., Hyde Park 
High Court. Pet. April 12. Ord. April 12 

Hattows, Watrer Henry, and Grorgina Hattows 
Sheffield, Hardware Dealers. Sheffield. Pet. April 
4. Ord. April 14. 

LamMate, JOHN, Salcombe, Devon, Bootmaker. Ply 
mouth. Pet. April 12. Ord. April 12 

Mitwarp, JouHn ArRtTuur, Thornaby-on-Tees, Yorks, 
Labourer. Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. April 14. Ord 
April 14 

Morrarr, H 


Barnet Pet 


Pontypridd 


Dovetas, Westbourne-park. High Court 


Pet. March 1. Ord. March 31 
TAYLor, Bertrand, Lincoln. Accountant. Lincoln 
Pet. April 13. Ord. April 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that publiehed in th: 
London Gazette of March 19. 

Camrsett, Dovetas Warter, Banstead. Croydon. Pet 
Nov. 19. Ord. March 16. 

FIRST MEBPTINGS. 

Assort, Atrrep, Walthamstow, Grocer 
Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st. 

AtnswontH, Henry Licurpowy, Stourbridge. April 
27 at 2. Lion Hotel, Kidderminster. 

Biosse, Roserr Crrit Lrxcw, Hythe, Kent. April 23 
at 11.30. Off. Rec., 684, Castle-st., Canterbury 
Cooke, Frepenick Omartes, Birmingham, Saddler 
April 28 at 11.30. Ruskin-chmbre., 191, Corpora- 

tion-st., Birminghem. 

Davies, Davip JomN, Gilfach Goch, Glam., General 
Dealer. April 23 at 11.30. Off. Rece., St. Cathe 
rine's<hmbrs., St. Catherine’s-st Ponty pridd. 

Dermorr, Mavpe Evtzasetn, Connaught-st., Hyde Park 

April 26 at 1. Bankruptey-bkigs., Carey-st 

EVANS, W. H., Skewen, Glam., Produc Dealer. April 
2 at Ii. Off. Ree., Government+idgs., St. Mary 
st., Swansea 


April 27 at 11 


Metuvisa, Rosert, Great Grimsby, Labourer. April 
24 at Ll. Off. Ree., St. Mery'schmbrs., Great 
Grimsby. 

Morratt, H. Dovetsas, Durham-ter., Westbourne Park. 


April 27 at 12. Bankruptey-bkigs., Carey-sr. 
Norton, Joun Natsantiet, Liverpool, Dentist. April 
3 at 11.30. Officia! Ree., Union Marine-bidgs., 
Ml, Dale-st., Liverpool 
Sranes, Lionet Vincent Ampnose, West Bromwich, 
Company Director. April 28 at 12. Ruekin-chmbrs., 
191, Corporation-st., Birmingham. 


Warxins, Percy Aurrep, Liandrindod Wells, Farmer 
April 23 at 2.15. Off. Rec., 22, Swasi-hill, Shrews 
bury. 

ADJUDICATIONS 
Camrsect, Dovetas Warten, Bonstend, Surrey. Croy 


don. Pet. Nov. 19. Ord. April 17. 

De Watters, Lovis Henri Jean Francois, Great Port- 

Glove Merchant. High Court Pet 
Feb. 12. Ord. April 16. 

Expacorr, Davin, and Horace C#aries Drury Browne, 
Grey's Inn-rd. High Court. Pet. Jan. B. Ord 
April 17. 

Faeruan, Josern, Leather Handle Maker. 

April 15 


Dalston, 


High Court. Pet. April 15. Ord. 


| Maxse, Craven Firzmarprine! ALEXANDER Bournem« 
Nov 











Hatt, Epwarp, Haslingden. Grocer. Blackburn. Per 
April 16. Ord. April 16. 

Noamay, Groros, Bedford 
March 3. Ord. April 4 

Rar, Attce, Roxwell Bseex 
17. Ord. April 17 

Sanpronp, Witttrm Hersert, Ebury-st Victoria 
High Court. Pet. Nov. 30. Ord. April 15 

Saave, Horace Henrr, Portsmout! ect 
mouth. Pet. April 16. Ord 


Bedford. Pet 


Surveyor 








TYReman Witttam, Stockton-on-Tees Wireworker 
Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. April 16. Ord. April 6 

Worp, Isaak, Aldgateav. High Court. Pet. Feb. 27 
Ord. Ageit 15 

Amended } neti e substituted for that 1 in th 

London Gazette of Apr : 

Wess, THomas Epwin Frineted Kent Farmer 

Rochester Pet. April & Ord \oril & 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RBCEIVING 
ORDER RESOINDED 
Previs. Antwor Dennis Motrseavy, St Tames’-sq 
High Court. Ord. Nov. 2, 1803. Adijud. Jan. 17 
1894 Reece. and Annul. April 12, 1920 
London Gazette rvespay. April 20 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


INsTRUMENT CO Verulam-st 
mrt. Pet. Jan. 2. Ord 


Enpacott ScIENTIFIN 
Gray's lInon-rd. High 
March 12. 

Freeman, Josern, Graham-rd., Dalston, Leathe vulle 
Maker. High Court. Pet. April 15. Ord, April 15 

Hatt, Epwarp, Haslingden, Grocer. Blackburn. Pet. 
April 16. Ord. April 16 

HENDERSON, Matcoum M., King st St. Jame Hich 
Court. Pet. March Ll. Ord. April 14 

Par, Watter Heraert, Wardour-st. High Court. Pet 
Feb. 19. Ord. April 15 


Porpes, Bernarnp, Christopher«t H Court Pet 
Feb. 13. Ord. April 15 

Ray, Atice, Roxwell, Essex. 4 f Pet. Apr 
17. Ord. April 17 

Roserts, Dovetas Rosser Kineston-hill Surrey 
Solicitor. Kingston, Surt Pet. March 12. Ord 
April 17 

Smave, Horace Henry, Portamouth, Electrician. Port 
mouth. Pet. April 16. Ord. April 16 

Sims, OHARNLEY AND HILLING, Boltor Bolton Pet 
March 2. Ord. April 4 

THomas, WitttamM, Rhosmeirch, Liangefn Anglesey 
Printer’s Reader. Bangor. Pet. Mar 5. Ord 
April 16. 

Trremay, WILLIAM, Stookton Tees Wirewor 
Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. April 16. Ord. April 16 

Amended Notice substituted for that published the 


London Gazette of April 13 
Wess, THOMAS EDWIN Frinsted, Kent 
Rochester. Pet. A 1 8 Ord. April 8 
Amended Notice substitute d for that 
London Gazette of April 16 
Tartor, Bertkanp, Lincoln Accountant. Lincoln. Pet 
April 13. Ord. April 13 


Farmer 


pub! shed in the 


ORDER ANNULLING. REVOKING. OR RESCIND 
ING ORDER 


Poole. Receiving Order dated 12 1wr 
rescinded, and Adjudication — the ean dat 
annulled. Annul., Revoc., or Rese., April 12, 1920 
FIRST MEETINGS 
Currre, Cuartes, Seaford, Sussex, Baker Apr w at 
Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 
Coop, Cuartes Wittiam, St. James’-st Apr w at 12 


Bankruptey-+ldgs., Carey-st 





UNIVERSITY OF SYDNEY 


NPW SOUTH WALES, AUSTRALIA 
OHAIR OF INTERNATIONAL LAW AND 
JURISPRUDENCE. 





Applications are invited from candidates 
aualified for the above position. Salary (fixed) 
£1,100 per annum, and £150 allowed for travel- 
ling expenses to Sydney. Pension of £400 per 
annum, under certain conditions, after 2 years’ 
service. 

Particulars may be obtained from the under- 
signed, to whom applications, etating age and 
qualifications, accompanied by references and 
aix covies each of not more than three testi- 
monials, should be sent not later than Tuesday, 
June 1, 1920. 

ACTING AGENT-GENPRAL FOR NEW 
SOUTH WALES 
Australia House. Strand, London, W.C. 2, 
March, 19, 1920 


KERR & LANHAM, 


Law Stationers and Lay Agents. 





ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, DRAFTS AND DEEDS 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED. 
COUNTRY ORDERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION, 


16, Furnival St., Holborn, E.C, 

















WILL YOU 
HELP THE 


CHURCH ARMY 


Our HUTS and TENTS are 
still serving the ARMIES 
of OCCUPATION whilst 


AFTER WAR AID 


is now being given by many 
Branches, helping DISABLED 
and DISCHARGED MEN to 
re-establish themselves and 
easing distress and difficulty 
wherever found. 


THE NEED IS GREAT 


Cheques. crossed “ Barclay's.a/e Church Army,” 

pavable to Prebendary CARLILE, D.D., Hon. 

Chief Seer-tarv, Headquarters, Bryanston St., 
Marble Arch, London, W. 1. 




















FOUND AT LAST! 


A Stationer who can be relied on for 
excellence of work, promises fulfilled, and 
examination of work at competitive prices, 


WESTALL’S LIMITED, 





6, George Street, Richmond, Surrey 
LAW STATIONERS. 


Deeds engrossed, Plans copied, Typewriting, 
Duplicating, Translations, &c. 

Shorthand Writers attend the Courta. 
COUNTRY ORDERS receive special attention and all 
orders executed by return post. A trial solicited. 
LONDON. CAMBRIDGE, OXFORD AND 

SOUTHAMPTON. 


Also at 














REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823 
Empowered by Specia: Acts of Parilameat, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 
The Law Costs on Loans are reguiated b Scale. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £764,826, 
80 Coleman &St., London, €.0, 


. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
(ESTABLISHED 1885, CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) 





Purchases Revessions and Life Interests, and Grants Loans 
thereon at annual interest, or by way ef Reversionary 
charge free of interest till the Reversion falls in. 
Apviy Sees., 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, LONDON, W.C, 2 








SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES. 


JNaetrated List Free on nenttiaiiees 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd. 


1@ &tg0, PLBET STREBT, LONDON, B.C, 
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Thomas Bott, deceased 


Messrs. DEBENHAM, 
TEWSON & CHINNOCKS 
SELL, at WINCHFSTER 
Mm’ BSDAY, MAY 4, at 2.9, in Lot 
REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, 

smounting to 
£1055 PER ANNUM 
secured upon Shops, Dwelling-Hou 
Premises, as follows 


KENSAL 

817, 819, 825 to 829 ‘odd 
HARROW-ROAD 

2 to BR leven ind to 9 
ROAD 

6 to M (even), 

1 to 2% (odd), 
ROAD 

1 to 25 (odd), 
GARDENS 

KENMONT VIA 
MONT GARDENS 
4 to 10 (even 

12 to 26 (even 
ROAD 

WORKSHOPS and STARLES in rear 


ROAD 
HAMMERSMITH. 
odd 


Re Major 


wil 


amply 
other 
GREEN. 

and 851 to 861 (odd 


odd VALLIERI 
PONSAR D-ROAD 
and 2 to 10 (even), 


RIGELEY 


ind 2 to even KENMONT 


ind LECTURE HALL, KEN 
ETCHFORD-GARDENS 
ind , to 1 (ever 


WALDO 


of WALDO 


to DORVILLE 


even) and 


WIMBLEDON 


2, 3. 4M and 4, WOODSIDE 
55 and 57, ALEXANDRA-ROAD 
7 16, SPRINGFTELD-ROAD 


NORWOOD 
ANPRLEY-ROAD 
CINTRA PARK 

NOTTING HILL. 


10 and 12, WALMER-ROAD 

Leased for terms expiring 1956 to 
purchasers will be entitled to receipt 
rente, the present ments 
to £4.7% per annum 


10 to 24 
ROAD 


ind 
and 1 


», 22 


1986, when the 
of the rack 
amounting 


gros 1s9e 


FREEHOLD OFFICE PREMISES 


STRAND 

No. 19, BASEX-STREF 

Street and Milford-lane 

1.255 aquare feet. Let to 

Solicitors until 1950, at £220 
annum 


with frontages to Fasex 
and ground area of 
well-known firm of 


increasing to £225 


FREEHOLD CORNER SHOP 


SOHO, 
BERWICKSTRERT, with frontages 
Rerwick-street and D’Arblay-street. Let on Lease 
at low rent of £150 per annum, until Midsummer 
1921, when VACANT POSSPSSION CAN BE 
OBTAINED 


No. B, 


FREEHOLD CORNER RESIDENCI 
UPPER NORWOOD. 

“ HOWARD HOUSE No 28, ANERLEY-ROAD, 
on high ground close to Crystal Palace and Rail 
way Stations, and arranged principally on two 
floors. Four bed roome, bath room and three 
reception roome well-kept gardens. Let until 
1921 at £50 per annum 

Particulars of 
Solicitors, 4, Lincoln 
the Auctioneers, 8 
Park-place, 8.W. 1 


VMesers Harston A& 
a Inn-flelds, W.C 
Cheapside | 


Bennett 
and of 


ind 13 


= 


HOUSE, F on 


| tained 





|} per 


'TUC KETT, WEBS 


on 


Important 
junetior ol 
Court-roa let 


invum, as a who 


lat 


1 Nos. 253 


J. Shera 


Monday, 
KENSINGTON 
FREEHOLD 


Kengington H 
at Rente 


251, Kensing t mH 
1, Earl's Court-t 


TER 
10th May, 
HIGH-ST 
SHOP 


gh-stret 


e or in three lote 


ton 


ton 


»d 
Atkinson 
WC. 2 


BERMONDSEY. 


Nos a? 49 


Horns 
| 
Dwelling 
per annum, 

Solicitora 


lane 


FREEHOLD 
GROVE ES 
with frontage 
Accommodation 
about acres 
Lots 

Solicitors, 
Lincoln's Inn 


‘odd 
to 7a, CRI 
FR EEHOLD GROUND 
Publie 
amounting to £4% per annum, 
Houses, 
in 12 Lote 
Messrs. Young 
Cannon-street 
WINCHMORE 
PROPERTY, 
raTR, 
to Green-lanes and « 


and Cottage, 
esion, in 


with 


Mesrs 
fielda, W.C. 2 


five 
and ai 
amoun 


House and 


let at rents 


Jones & (% 


E.C. 4 


known 


comprising ripe 


Villa 


early 


und 
pome 


tusk. Mellor & 


TOTTENHAM. 


Noe. 689 to 707 
Church-road 
} Shope, let on 


ng to £460 per 


eligible Building Site of about 


frontages to Hig 
piace 


Solicitor 


Noa. 69 to 


FR aes 2S 
FLATS 
an can 
Solicitors 


Nicholls, 14, Old 


odd ° 
Kleven Freehold Houses and Three 


short Rents amount 


h 


Mears 
Lincoln's Inn flelds 


\ 


75 and 69a to 75a, 
ROAD 


SHOP 
let at 
in one or four 
Me-area 


Hich-road, and 
Tenancies at 
annum, and 
24 acre 
road, Church-road 
Smiths, Fox & 
E.C. 2 


[ORTLAKE 


PROPERTY 
Rents amount 
Lote 

Lawrance, 


High-s 
Faq., 42, 
BERMON DSEYSTREET 
JCLFPIX-LANE 


RENTS secured on 
Warehouses, 


Building 


forming a 


LOWER R 


and 


Wehster. 
Jewry-chambers, E.C 
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& Co. 


1920 


REET. 


PROPERTY at 


Earl's 
bi J 


ama 


amounting to £1,172 per 
as follows 


; Rent 
treet 742 
£25 

£150 


Kingeway, 


and 
the 


x shops and 
ting to £240 


»., 2. Suffolk 


HILL. 


FOR D's. 
r Land 
roade 
in all 

nine 


as 


yther 


Norris, 45 


1 to 7 (odd 


most 
8, with long 
and James 


Sedewick, 2% 


ICHMOND 


self-con 


ing to £210 


Messer & 


ANERLEY AND PENGE. 


Nos. 6 to il, 
LEASEHOLD 
amounting to £167 
at Ground 


Long 
Rente 
until 2133 


Six 


TREN HOLME-RO 
DWELLIN( 
per 
tents am 


in one or six Lots 


Solicitors 


Measres 
Cc 


Gresham-street, F 


are inetructed 
( REST: ER 
E . 2, on 
ake the above 

Particulars, &c 
of Mesers 
{ uctioneers 
street, E.C. 2 


TUCKETT, 
to SELL by 
HOUSE 
MONDAY 


TUCKETT 
i, Gresham-buildings. 2, 


Telephone, 400 Bank.) 


Blunt Olark 


an 
WEBSTER 


Room 47), Old 
MAY 10, 1920. 
valuable Properties 


of the respective Solicitors 
WEBSTER & OO. 


annum, 


AUCTION, 


AD. 
+ HOUSES 
and 


iounting to 


& Co., %, 


& Co. 


at WIN. 


Broad-street, 


at 2.0 pre- 
or 


Basinghall: 





\ TANTED, Nos. 
Vol 
7, Chancery-lan ‘, 


Reporter 
at the office 


30, 35 and 49 
4. 1996-6; Ad. will be 
W.C. 2 


of Weekly 
paid for each 


By 


| Houses, 116 to 166 (even), 


By order of the Executors of James Gardner, 


Esq., deceased 


OXFORD-STREET, wW. 


Close to the Junction of Tottenham Court-road, 
Charing Croas-road, ‘ew Oxford--treet and 


Oxford-street 
H. W. SMITH 


MR 
i. 
Will SPLL by AUCTION, at WINCHESTER 
HOUSE, Old Broad-street, EA on FRIDAY, 
2 o'clock 


MAY 7, at halt-paet 


THE HIGHLY-IMPORTANT & VALUABLE - 


FREEHOLD PROPERTY, 

Nos. 29 and 31, OXFORD STREET, W.. 
situated on the south side thereof, and having a 
frontage thereto of about 29ft. 1lin., a depth of 
about 64ft. 2in., and a frontage to Faleonberg 
mewe in the rear of about 30ft. ilin., having a 
total area of about 

SQUARE 1,950 FEET. 

The premises at present comprise 
with three floors over, and basement, 
Oxford-treet side. and a_ well-lighted 
storeyed building, with basement, on the 
berg-mews side 
THERE 

FROM FALCONBERG-MEWS. 

The property forms a most important site, 
is ripe for immediate development, and the 
chaser will have the advantage of 
VACANT POSSESSION UPON COMPLE. 

TION OF THE PURCHASE. 

Particulars, plans and conditions of sale may 
he obtained from the Solicitors, Messrs. Winter, 
ay Wood & Murray, 16, Bedford-row, 

(. 1; and at the Auction and Estate Offices, 6, 
James-street, Bedford-row, W.C. 1. 


two shops, 
on the 

three 
Falcon 


and 
pur 


Lod 


IS AN ENTRANCE IN THE REAR 





ILFORD, OLD FORD, BOW and HACKNEY. 
ESSRS. FRANK JOLLY & JAMES 
will SELL by AUCTION at WINCHESTER 
HOUSE, Old Broad-street, E.C., on FRIDAY, MAY 
7, 1920, at 2 
ILFORD Freehold 
Romford- 


Sale 26 
Walton-road, 
Producing £456 per annum 
Messrs. Mackrell & Co., 21, 


- Mortgagees’ 


road. 
Solicitors, 
street, F.C 
OLD FORD.—22 and 24, Hewlett-road, Roman- 
road Let at 168. 3d. each. Ground-rent £9. 
BOW .—Freehold.—19, Driffield-road, Roman-r: 
Let at 16s. 11d. 
BOW .—1, 3 and 5, 


Cannon 


ad. 


Balmer-road, Tredegar-road. 
Let at 168. 3d. each. Ground-rent £4 each 
HACKNEY.—19, Victoria Park-road 
£%. Ground-rent £7. 

HACKNEY.—5, Ruthven-street, 
let at 164. 5d. Ground-rent £4 10s 

HACKNEY.—8, Harrowgate-road, Caesland-road. 
Let at 186. 3d. Ground-rent £4. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Hallowes & Carter, 39, Bed- 
ford-row, W.C. 1. 

Particulars of the Auctioneers, at 71, 
halletreet, E.C. 3, and Pembury-road, 
E. 5. 


Let at 


Lauriston-road. 


Leaden- 
Clapton, 








| 
| 
| 


£5 TO Fa ag ADVANCED 


‘yg + 
sod 


delay. Ti ‘enn ead women at 
withowt ¥ te 
Soy Se 
perieds. Apply in confidence te: 

Corrider Chambers 


LEICESTER. 














at most moderate terms.: 


THE GREAT RISE. 


SPINK & SON, LTD.., 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES’, S.W., 
beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guarauteed. 
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